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THE ROYAL GOVERNMENT GEORGIA, 1752-1776 
THE LAND SYSTEM. 


Mercer University. 
[CONTINUED FROM SEPTEMBER ISSUE] 

From the very beginning the colony the acquisition 
land was vital concern the colonists. Although 
the population was not numerous and land was plentiful 
there were specific and detailed regulations secur- 
ing grants. Complaints were made the proprietary 
period the proprietors and the colonists the 
delay surveying the land granted and making the 
reports. “During much the proprietary period, there 
was only one surveyor for the whole province, and 
not surprising that the work progressed 

The maximum grant was first five hundred acres 
settler who had six able-bodied men servants. The 
character the person desiring land and his financial 
ability improve were usually the determining fac- 
tors. There was, might imagined, evasion the 
requirements. “One method evasion was grant 
man the maximum acreage allowed and then lease him 
additional amount such terms would practically 
make the lease free grant. Another evasion was 
grant man’s brother nephew friend tract 
land that private arrangement between them could 
held for the benefit one whom the trustees could not 
legally grant any more land. These evasions were, how- 
ever, not common enough result any large planta- 
tions the 


McCain, Georgia Proprietary Province, 261. 
2 McCain, op. cit., 266. 
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While the development the colony was dependent 
upon the encouraging settlers granting them land, 
there were many whose applications for grants, during 
the proprietary period, were refused. “It surprising 
that during the twenty years government under the 
charter little land was granted for settlement. Includ- 
ing all that was granted trust during the first nine 
years, the entire grants amounted only one hundred 
and fifty-three thousand acres, practically all which 
placed one tract could have been included lot fif- 
teen miles 

interest observe that the Indians were rec- 
ognized the owners the land, for “no settle- 
ments were made during the proprietary period without 
the consent the treaty the be- 
ginning the colony, the Indians had granted certain 
lands and the same time specified other tracts re- 
served for themselves. The following observation 
made authority with reference the land system 
the proprietary period: “Reviewing the whole the 
land system Georgia, may conclude that was very 
successful its relation the Indians, for avoided 
friction with them and kept them contented; but was 
failure large extent its relation the white 
people the colony because stirred friction 
tween the settlers and the trustees and because did not 
make the colonists contented The fundamental 
weakness the whole system was the multiplicity re- 
strictions various kinds that were placed land- 

The change the government the colony from pro- 
prietary royal affected the titles land. Very soon 
after his arrival, the first royal governor (Reynolds) is- 
sued that all landholders should surren- 
der their grants for new ones which were issued 

3 McCain, op. cit., 271. 


4 McCain, op. cit., 27& 
McCain, op. cit., 279. 
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the name the king and under the seal the colony. 
The new grants specified that quit-rent two shillings 
every one hundred acres was paid the king, 
and that least five acres every hundred should 
annually cleared and cultivated, and that the grant should 
duly registered within six months from date. 

The requirement regarding the cultivation land 
was soon complained impracticable. address 
(January 22, 1755) Governor Reynolds the Council 
and the Commons House Assembly laid before him 
remonstrance the king which they maintained that 
the requirement clearing and cultivating five acres 
year for every one hundred acres granted, was un- 
favorable them and would discourage others who might 
become settlers. this address was the following 
statement: “We are opinion that lands were grant- 
such proportions are agreeable his majesty’s 
instructions without any other restrictions condition 
than that the grantee shall obliged reside with his 
family the colony for least three years after 
ing the grant, this would sufficient encouragement for 
settlers come and also would effectually prevent peo- 
ple from taking land, who have intention culti- 
vate it, (which apprehend what intended 
obviated that part the proclamation complained 
of), they will obliged for their own advantage 
employ the slaves they have brought into the colony, and 
are certain they cannot employ them any way that 
will profitable that clearing and cultivating 
their own lands. this has your Excellency’s approba- 
tion beg that you would pleased use your inter- 
est that lands may granted the above 

This matter was referred the British government. 
Governor Reynolds letter the Board Trade 
(January 25, 1755) stated: “The sixty-seventh article 
instructions directs that all grantees land 
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obliged the terms their grant clear and culti- 
vate the rate five acres per year for every one hun- 
dred acres contained their grants, failure which 
the grant shall void; upon which terms nobody will 
accept land, because, the tract granted were all 
good land, and every part fit for cultivation, (which 
seldom, ever the case), the grantee twenty years’ 
time must either forfeit all his land have neither fire- 
wood, nor wood for making and repairing his fences, 
buildings and many other things wanting planta- 
tion. But generally happens that above half the 
tract granted pine barren and totally unfit for culti- 
vation, the grantee must then surely forfeit all his land 
time than ten years, since would imprac- 
ticable cultivate the pine barren. These terms and 
conditions, therefore, very much alarm the inhabitants, 
for they say that will such discouragement any 
others come here, that will least retard the settle- 
ment the colony for some time, notwithstanding the 
hopes they have the terms being altered. owe 
the same opinion and therefore hope that your lord- 
ships will pleased lay the matter before the king 
that his majesty shall think proper, the terms and con- 
ditions grants may speedily 

letter little later date (February 28, 1755) 
Reynolds stated the Board Trade regard land: 
“All such allotments contain more than five hundred 
acres any person, upon which must beg leave 
observe that the late Board President and Assistants 
have informed that they never had any directions 
about the terms and conditions grants allotments 
since the resignation the charter, and the late Trus- 
tees instrument have seen bearing date, July 13, 
1750, did then remit all sorts terms and conditions, 
except the payment the quit-rents, (none which has 
ever been paid), and with regard more than five 
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hundred acres being granted allotted any one per- 
son, they have since the Trustees resignation, evaded it, 
frequently making allotments large quantities 
land one person, the names all his children, for 
five hundred acres each, many them infants the 
cradle, their relations, absentees, fictitious 
names. And that means all the best lands the 
province have been disposed 


The appeal the king and the letters from Reynolds 
had some effect, for August 12, 1755, the following 
additional instruction was sent Reynolds. Instead 
the annual clearing and cultivating five acres every 
one hundred acres, was provided, “that for every fifty 
acres land accounted plantable, the patentee shall 
obliged, within three years after date patent, clear 
and work three acres, the least that part his tract 
which shall judge most convenient and advantageous, 
else clear and drain three acres swamp sunken 
grounds drain three acres marsh, any such 
within his grant. That for every fifty acres barren 
land shall put and keep his land, within three years, 
after date grant, three neat cattle six sheep 
goats, which number shall obliged continue 
his land, until three acres for every fifty fully cleared 
and improved. That any person shall take tract 
land wherein there shall part fit for present 
cultivation, without manuring and improving the same, 
every such grantee shall obliged within three years 
from date grant, erect some part the land, one 
good dwelling house, contain least twenty feet 
length and sixteen feet breadth, and also put thereon, 
the like number three neat cattle six sheep goats 
for every fifty acres. That any person shall take 
any stony rocky ground not fit for planting pasture, 
any such patentee shall, within three years after the 
passing his grant, begin employ thereon and 
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continue work for three years then next ensuing, dig- 
ging any stone quarry coal other mine, one good and 
able hand for every hundred acres such tract, shall 
accounted sufficient cultivation and improvement. 
That when any person who shall hereafter take and 
patent any land shall have seated, planted, cultivated 
improved the said land, any part it, according 
the directions above mentioned, such patentee may make 
proof such seating, planting, cultivation and improve- 
ment, the General Court, the court the county, 
district precinct, where such land shall lie, and have 
such proof certified the Register’s Office, and there 
entered with the record said patent, copy which 
shall admitted good evidence any trial prove 
the seating and 

Governor Reynolds issued proclamation for making 
effective this The understanding this 
instruction both the British government and the col- 
onists was indicated letter from the secretary the 
Board Trade Governor Reynolds, which contained 
the following statement: “Supposing the instruction 
taken literal sense, their lordships are sensible 
great inconveniences might arise; but must not nor 
eannot understood that the words clearing and culti- 
vating are taken literal sense, and that all the 
wood upon the land course time cut down, 
that grantee forfeit his land for not cultivating 
what not its nature capable cultivation. This 
their lordships apprehend cannot the sense the in- 
struction, all that they think required it, secure 
permanent settlement, which cannot obtained with- 
out proper degree cultivation, and was necessary 
that this should ascertained order prevent the 
inconveniences which have arisen other colonies 
persons committing all kinds waste upon the land and 
then relinquishing it, which not only great preju- 


Acts Privy Council, Col., IV, 296. Ga, XIV, 
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dice his Majesty’s province, but obstruction 
the future settlement the colonies. If, however, upon 
further consideration this matter, shall appear prac- 
ticable alter the instruction remove the objec- 
tion, without opening door fraud and deceit the 
manner cultivation, their lordships will, upon the 
matter being referred them from the lords justices, 
propose such 


There was, might inferred, some confusion 
regard land grants when the government the col- 
ony was changed from proprietary royal. Governor 
Reynolds, proclamation, required all persons claiming 
lands allotment under the trustees, exhibit their 
claims writing before him and the Council. 
letter the Board Trade also recommended that 
advertisement should printed The Gazette re- 
quiring all persons who had grants land from the 
Trustees present their claims cetain Some 
complied with the proclamation and presented their 
was, however, three years later (1758) that 
act was passed the Assembly for limiting the time 
for claiming land under grants made during the pro- 
prietary period. the preamble this act was this 
statement: great number town lots and 
other tracts land different parts this province 
that have heretofore been allotted the late honorable 
trustees for establishing the colony Georgia, those 
acting under their authority, now lie vacant and un- 
cultivated, the several persons whom they are allotted 
being either dead having left the province the great 
hindrance the settlement and the retardment 
your Majesty’s quit-rents, and whereas the limiting 
certain time for all persons claiming right such lots 
and lands put and make good their claims the 
same otherwise excluded therefrom would great- 


Ga., VII, 273. 
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tend the settlement and cultivation the province, 
obliging such persons take out grants for such lots 
and lands else enable your majesty’s governor and 
Council grant them others.” Those still claiming 
such lands were this act prove before the governor 
and Council their titles within three years from March 
20, 1758. was provided that abstract this act 
should published the London Gazette and the 
South Carolina Gazette.“ 


There was neglect also regard having grants 
registered which occasioned the adoption the follow- 
ing resolution the governor and the Council: 
the Register Grants this province give public 
notice the several persons possessed grants lands 
therein who have omitted register the same within 
the time limited for that purpose. That unless such reg- 
istry made within six months from this day (May 
1758) such grants would deemed invalid and the 
lands therein mentioned liable regranted 


About year and half later (November 24, 1759), 
act was passed the Assembly for establishing and 
confirming the titles certain lands, the preamble 
which was follows: “Forasmuch many suits and 
contests may hereafter arise means pretended 
ancient titles lands and tenements derived from and 
under the late lords proprietors Carolina, the condi- 
tions which titles have not been complied with and the 
lands have since been regranted. For remedy and pre- 
vention whereof and for quieting the estates the pres- 
ent lawful possessors and avoiding suits law, pray 
that may enacted.......... Those holding such 
lands Georgia were this act confirmed their 


Governor Ellis was anxious extend the frontier 
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and increase the population the colony and there- 
fore deplored the monopolizing land. Very soon after 
assumed his duties made the following statement 
letter (May 1757) the Board Trade: “Many 
purchase considerable quantities land and then apply 
Council for their family right they call it. 
some the councillors themselves have passion for 
this practice, find difficult restrain it, that 
humbly conceive that your lordships were pleased 
give positive instruction grant lands any 
person possessing above certain quantity, say, one 
thousand, two thousand three thousand acres, whether 
obtained grant purchase, would give material 
umbrage, and could not fail the best effects multi- 
plying the plantations and consequently affording main- 
tenance greater number people. Governor Rey- 
nolds issued proclamation for landowners confirm 
their titles new grants from the crown, which induced 
many people so, but numbers have omitted it. For 
five miles around, being the extent this township, 
checkered with lots, that have apparent owners. 
Abundance grants have lately been taken out and 
probably will continue applied for, that good 
lands and convenient situations must soon become scarce 
which makes more earnest have power 
grant such are vacant. mean those said belong 
absentees which are now useless and even detrimental 
the province, they separate the inhabitants and con- 
sequently weaken them, well increase their labor 
upon the public roads, evil that ought attended 
to, whilst the people are poor and involved with 
their neighbors Carolina, that their utmost industry 
affords them but scanty subsistence small surplus 
that goes thither pay their 

The practice securing much land possible 
continued, notwithstanding the reference the desira- 
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bility discontinuing it. The grants varied from 
rather small number very large number acres. 
There were some grants for fifty one hundred two 
hundred acres but they were usually from five hundred 
two thousand acres. There were some grants five 
thousand acres. The grants were usually made accord- 
ing purchase “family rights,” bounty. 
“Family right” was the privilege claiming land for all 
the members one’s family and also according the 
number slaves. Land granted bounty was usually 
given soldiers reward for faithful Gov- 
ernor Wright letter (December 27, 1771) the 
Board Trade referred the inexpediency making 
grants large tracts land, and yet had 20,497 
Since the number slaves was considered 
making grants and since Governor Wright had two hun- 
dred and ninety-five them may understood that 
was simply conforming the custom this matter. 
Councillors and others obtained large Some 
who did not reside the colony were granted rather 
large tracts. The agent Georgia London (William 
Knox) was granted 5,000 


The large grants were not made the governor and 
Council without special instructions from the British 
government. The Board Trade, for example, referred 
the committee the Privy Council (Nov. 27, 1767) 
the memorial John Pigott, lieutenant the sixty- 
second regiment the royal foot soldiers, requesting 
grant 5,000 acres Georgia order make set- 
tlement Protestants. The request was granted and 


VII, 102, 127, 150, 151-170, 186-204, 219-243, 


728; VIII, 439, 450, 455, 460, 462, 603, IX, 158, 277, 284, 
350, 426, 441, 494, 497, 499, 612, 526, 642, 644, 588, 
593, 605, 615, 642, 698; 36, 50, 9i, 120, 181, 168, 190, 222, 807, 875, 


436, 448, 544, 586, 688, 697, 670, 774, 822, 857, 914, 942, 949, 950, 


951; XI, 19, 32, 100, 102, 112, 181, 237, 239, 249, 308, 322, 332, $41, 342, 378, 
381, 421; Privy Col., 595. 


These are only few the many references which might given show 
the large number grants different kinds. 


Ga., XXXII, 303. 
Ga. VII, 127, 141; 563, 607, 670, 751, 881. 
Acts Privy Council, Col., IV, 821. 
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the governor was directed have surveyed 5,000 acres 
one contiguous tract selected the petitioner.” 
The petitions Henry Yonge, surveyor-general 
Georgia (February 17, 1770) for 5,000 acres and that 
Mackinnen (February 28, 1771), who had recently 
come Georgia with large number slaves, for 5,000 
acres, took the same course the above and were grant- 
the case certain extensive lands ceded the 
Indians the governor and Council did issue some large 
grants, subject, course, review the British gov- 
ernment. some cases lands were ceded the Indians 
payment their debts the colonists who had sup- 
plied them with goods. late 1773 there were cer- 
tain very large grants reserved for persons South Car- 
olina, North Carolina and even 


The number the grants and the acres involved 
recorded the Register’s office for certain years fur- 
nish interesting 


24 “Resolved: That 75,000 acres of land bounding easterly by the New 
line run for Wrightsborough township laid out and reserved for the 
petitioners from the Long Cane Settlement in South Carolina, the price and 
other terms purchase settled and agreed upon soon the land can 
surveyed and examined. 

“Resolved, that 50,000 acres land reserved for the petitioners from 
North Carolina and Pennsylvania adjoin the above 75,000 acres, and the 
above conditions. 

“Resolved also, that 40,000 acres land adjoining the above 50,000 acres 
reserved for the petitioners, inhabitants the North part South Carolina 
the above conditions.” 


“Proceedings and Minutes the Governor and Council; Ga., 


25. 1741-1754 (latter part of proprietary period) about 800 grants from 
5@ to 500 acres. Some town lots, many grants of 500 acres. 

1756 (Jan. to July) 167 grants from 10 to 2000 acres. Many 6500 acres. 

1757 (Jan. to July) 52 grants from 45 to 1000 acres (many 500 acres). 

1757 (July to Jan.) 123 grants from 50 to 1000 acres (many 500 acres). 

1758 (Jan. to July) 130 grants from 45 to 900 acres. 

1760 (Jan. July) 119 grants from 1000 acres. Usually between 
100 and 600 acres. 

1760 (July Jan. 1761) 116 grants from 600 acres. Usually between 
100 and 600 acres; for 7600 acres Island Assaba; for 9520 acres 
Island Sappelo. 


1761 (July Jan. 1762) 176 grants, from 1000 acres. Usually 100 
to 600 acres; 1 for 2075 acres. 


1762 (Jan. July) 138 grants, from 1300 acres. Usually 100 


res. 
1762 (July Mar. 1763) 145 grants from 850 acres. Usually 100 
to 500 acres. 


1763 (Mar. Sept.) grants, from 600 acres. (Usually 100 
acres.) 


al 
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There was controversy regarding extensive area 
south the Altamaha River which grants had been 
made the governor South Carolina. The matter 
was frequently mentioned the correspondence between 
the governor Georgia and the British government. 
Before this controversy occurred this territory south 
the Altamaha was not included within the boundary 
indicated communication from William Pitt the 
Board Trade, (March 1758), “Having laid before 
the King your lordships’ letter the first instant, giving 
account that certain his majesty’s subjects had 
without any license authority made settlement 
the south the River Altamaha, the reputed southern 
boundary Georgia, and the conduct the Spanish 
governor St. Augustine thereupon and your lordships’ 
apprehending that this transaction may dangerous 
consequences the province South Carolina and 
Georgia from the influence those settlers are represented 
have with the neighboring Indians and also that 
may disturb the peace and friendship subsisting with the 
King Spain. commanded signify your lord- 
ships the King’s pleasure that you forthwith acquaint 
for his Majesty’s information, what distance this 
settlement may from any those which his Majesty’s 
subjects are possessed those parts, and also what 
the supposed number the said 


1763 (Sept. Sept. 1764) 106 grants from 100 acres. (Usually 
100 to 500 acres.) 


1764 (Sept. Mar. 1765) grants, from 500 acres. (Usually 100 
400 acres.) 


1765 (Mar. Sept. 1765) 122 grants from 2000. (Usually 100 
600 acres.) 


1765 (Sept. to Mar. 1766) 78 grants, from 35 to 1400 acres. (Usually 
100 to 500 acres.) 


1766 (Mar. Sept. 1766) grants from 1500 acres. (Usually 
100 500 acres.) 


1766 (Sept. Mar. 1767) grants from 5000 acres. (Usually 
100 to 500 acres.) 


1767 (Sept. to Mar. 1768) 447 grants, from 50 to 2000 acres. (Usually 
100 ba acres.) 


(Mar. Sept. 1768) grants, from 2700 acres. (Usually 
100 acres.) 


46, 68, 71; 102, 107; 18; XXXI, 
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Upon royal authority the governors Georgia and 
South Carolina sent joint commission notify the 
settlers south the Altamaha remove. early the 
next year (1759) the settlers had 1763 
royal order was issued for the purpose including 
Georgia the territory between the Altamaha and St. 
Mary’s letter (April 20, 1763) Governor 
Wright stated the Board Trade that had been 
informed that Governor Boone South Carolina had 
issued grants for several thousand acres south the 
Altamaha and that had notified him his official pro- 
test. also stated that the friendship the Creeks 
was greatly endangered this action Governor 

The following year letter (December 14, 1764) 
the Board Trade, Governor Wright urged that these 
grants issued Governor Boone should annulled, and 


not, then those whom they were issued should 


required bring into the colony either one white person 
one negro for every fifty The Board Trade 
decided that the governor South Carolina had au- 
thority issue grants land south the Altamaha and 
that these grants must either surrendered re- 
tained the grantees would compelled settle and cul- 
tivate those lands, bringing either whites ne- 
groes, one person for every The Assembly 
passed act (March 25, 1765) for this purpose, the 
preamble which was: sundry persons hold 
claim hold great tracts and quantities very val- 
uable lands the southward the River Altamaha, 
within the province, virtue under grants from 
his Majesty, witnessed the governor South Caro- 
lina, pretence that those lands were then the said 
province South Carolina. And whereas will high- 
C. O. 5; 19, pp. 39, 45, 47-54. 
28 Brit. Mus. Add. Mss., no. 35910, fo. 134. 
29 B. T. Ga., XXIX, 389, 399, 405, 411. 


Ga., XXX, 125. 
Ga, XXX, 147. 
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prejudicial this province, case the said grantees 
not bring send into the same number white 
persons negroes proportion the lands they hold 
claim hold aforesaid, agreeable his Majesty’s 
royal instructions for granting lands, order culti- 
vate and improve the Those claiming these lands 
were, this act, required present the governor 
affidavit witnessed the governor South Carolina 
and bearing the seal that colony, and take oath 
send the specified number persons settle and cul- 
tivate the This act contained “suspending 
clause,” rendering ineffective until the approval the 
British government could obtained. The committee 
the Privy Council for colonial affairs ordered the 
Board Trade (June 30, 1767) issue additional in- 
structions the governor South Carolina furnish 
transcripts all grants south the Altamaha with all 
warrants and proceedings the governor Georgia. 
These transcripts were entered record and all 
officers concerned notified the governor Geor- 
gia. Those claiming the lands question were sub- 
stantiate their claims within year, the failure 
which would result the forfeiture the land the 

Governor Wright made tour through the southern 
part the colony about this time and letter (June 
15, 1767) the Board Trade stated that, “South Car- 
olinians hold about 90,000 acres the best land the 
southern part the colony and have yet made but 
three settlements the whole.” expressed the opin- 
ion that “granting large tracts absentees even small 
tracts anyone who does not settle and improve re- 
tards the settlement the answering the 
inquiry the Dartmouth late 1773, Govern- 
Wright stated: “Of the 93,000 acres granted the 


Ga., XVIII, 627. 
Ga., XXX, 541. 
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governor South Carolina persons South Carolina, 
there are not over three four The at- 
titude persons South Carolina this matter even 
rather late the colonial period, was, however, different 
from that just given, for Lewis Dumesnil St. Pierre, 
justice the peace Greenville County, South Caro- 
lina, petitioned the Board Trade (November 15, 1771) 
for grant 20,000 acres 

The British government was informed all 
grants, large and small, since the abstracts them were 
sent quarterly the Board Trade. The very large 
grants were not issued without special instructions from 
the British government but the case all others the 
governor and Council usually did not hesitate issue 
them. Disputes concerning land which could not set- 
tled the governor and Council were referred the 
Board Trade and finally submitted the The 
Board Trade did some cases object the laws con- 
cerning certain phases the land system and informed 
the governor the changes which should 

The interest the English merchants land 
shown the memorial nine merchants London, 
trading with Georgia, the Board Trade, March, 
1772. They expressed their concern the prosperity 
the colony, since “having large sums money and great 
property there, and having purchased valuable tracts 
land and settled plantations,” there should doubt 
their interest. They urged that the Indians should 
induced cede large tracts land the frontier the 
colony. They favored purchasing these lands pre- 
cautionary measure since “from the present situation, 
there apprehension danger from Indian 

Near the end the colonial period, (1773), Governor 
Wright report the Earl Dartmouth stated that 


17. 

Ga., XXXII, 255. 

Ga., XXX, 199. 


wo 


. 


PERCY SCOTT FLIPPIN 
the extent the colony that time was 6,695,429 acres. 
“It estimated,” said he, “that there are not less than 
1400 settlements plantations, containing about 120,000 
acres improved lands. There one barony 12,000 
acres held under patent from the lords proprietors 
South The population Georgia this 
time (1773) was estimated Governor Wright 
33,000, which 18,000 were white and 15,000 were ne- 
groes. There were therefore according his estimate 
33,000 persons, (men, women and children, whites and 
negroes) who were utilizing the 120,000 acres im- 
proved lands. There was course large number 
acres which had been granted but which were still un- 
cultivated. was estimated 1761, that that time, 
394,944 acres had been granted. 1773 the number 
was decidedly increased.*! letter the Board 
Trade somewhat earlier (1766) Governor Wright gave 
the following description the land the colony. 
stated that the soil near the rivers and the swamps 
was rich and fertile, but that there were “very large 
tracts pine barren land, some which clay 
soil, but general white sand, not worth cultivation, 
which greatly impedes the settling the province and 
often occasions the plantations being very considerable 
distance from each 


The surveyor-general memorial the governor 
near the end the colonial period, (May 17, 1774) made 
some significant observations with reference land, 
among which occurs the following: “That your memo- 
rialist may with certainty say, that very few, any 
part within the present limits Georgia, exclusive the 
late Indian cesson his Majesty, vacant tract 5,000 
acres land fit for cultivation and improvement, can 
any one place found. And that exclusive the 
said cession, your memorialist clearly opinion that 

40 A. W. I, CCXXXV, 17. 


41 C. R. Ga., XIII, 522. 
42 Brit. Mus. King’s Mss., no. 205, pp. 585-617. 
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there not plantable lands, 300,000 acres remaining 
vacant. And those chiefly the interior and distant 
parts the province, and small tracts from 100 
500, and most 1000 acres, lying partly between former 
surveys, and partly narrow branches and rivulets 
leading into the pine lands from the principal swamp and 
plantable land heretofore granted. That this, 
most his majesty’s southern provinces, there more 
than five times the proportion pine and barren lands 
and salt water marsh lands, than lands plantable and 
fit for present cultivation. That the pine lands remote 
from navigable rivers are unprofitable and even useless 
for the timber, and the salt water marshes being boggy 
sunken lands are only improvable heavy expense 
and labor, and therefore, but little these lands will 
asked for, save distant period, and they will 
means sell. Although some small tracts both kinds 
may occasionally applied for where they are contig- 
uous to, adjoining the possessors 

The surveyor-general the name indicates had gen- 
eral supervision the surveying all land the col- 
ony and the making public roads. urged that all 
plans townships and other lands preserved the 
Council Chamber should delivered into the office 
the The surveyor-general was not 
unmindful the unfortunate results certain features 
the land system. presented, early the royal 
period (1756), memorial the governor, the Council 
and the Commons House Assembly, showing the dis- 
advantages having large tracts land claimed non- 
residents the colony, who had not improved their 
This appeal, however, had effect since the 
granting large tracts continued and the non-residents 
did not exert themselves have their lands settled and 
improved. 


Ga., XII, 401. 
Ga, XVIII, 87; XIX, 54, 253; VII, 128. 
Ga., XVI, 124. 
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The surveyors who actually surveyed the lands were 
sometimes suspected irregularities. memorial was 
presented the surveyor-general the Assembly (Jan- 
uary 23, 1765) setting forth “that frauds and abuses 
being committed measuring his majesty’s lands this 
province owing the practice bearing the chain 
the several surveys which the deputy surveyors are em- 
ployed in, negroes and white persons, not sworn 
the honest and faithful performance that service, from 
whence often happens that the quantity land direct- 
laid out the governor’s warrants, far exceeds 
the field, the number acres represented the plats 
returned annexed the grants such tracts, 
which abuses many instances cannot timely detected 
the surveyor-general his deputies, and tends de- 
fraud the public the taxes, and the crown the quit- 
rents, the surplus measure such incorrect and un- 
just surveys. And therefore begging leave recom- 
mend the consideration the House, the passing 
law prevent future the like practices injurious 
the province and his majesty’s revenue.” This law 
was 

The compensation the surveyor-general and the 
deputy surveyors was fees. There were eleven fees 
ranging from eight shillings six pounds nine shillings, 
which were allowed the surveyor-general, and seven 
fees ranging from two pounds three shillings six 
pounds nine shillings, which were allowed the deputy 
surveyors. These were the fees near the end the colo- 
nial period (1771) and were larger than those which had 
been allowed 

memorial the governor and Council (Septem- 
ber 1766) the surveyor-general reported the matter 
land which had lapsed. stated that “divers lapsed 
plats remaining the surveyor-general’s office (many 
them number years) had been repeatedly published 
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The Gazette with notice that his Excellency after 
limited time would grant such lapsed tracts any peti- 
tioners that should approved, but very little regard 
had been paid the said public notice. That many 
lapsed plats were pine land surveyed solely for the light- 
wood and timber thereon, and being known practice 
the neighboring and other provinces work off the 
timber and give the land without applying for 
grant, the memorialist was opinion the same practice 
would prevail Georgia. Under disguised representa- 
tions lapsed plats had been obtained lands never sur- 
veyed and the grants passed unknown any person but 
the employer the deputy surveyor, which practice ren- 
dered hazardous the regranting lapsed plats without 
survey the said land. That was common practice 
sell lands upon the survey and return the plat only 
through two three different hands, the manifest 
detriment the perhaps ignorant purchaser, who 
future, finds the land granted another. That there 
was the surveyor-general’s office upwards three 
hundred certified plats and the time directed for the re- 
turn them into the secretary’s office expired. The 
fees due thereon, least £200, and the clear annual per- 
quisites received for two years past had not exceeded £50, 
which might added the probable remaining incon- 
venience long delay paying the fees his office 
regranted lapsed plats.” The Council therefore, or- 
dered “that all cases whatever and without any other 
notice, the lands contained any plats remaining the 
surveyor-general’s office any other office, for which 
grants are not taken out within the time limited his 
Majesty’s instructions, forthwith granted vacant 
lands any person persons applying for the same 
and approved the Council. And that whenever 
any land contained lapsed plats applied for the 
party whom the same was first ordered; such person, 
before grant signed, and shall pay the tax that 


has then become due for the said land, agreeable the 
terms the tax law, and also the quit-rents his Maj- 
esty, computing the same from the day the grant ought 
first have been taken out. And also ordered that 
for the future warrants for land renewed the 
time survey prolonged unless sufficient cause 
shown why the survey was not made within the time 
first 

The office register land grants was established 
1735, two years after the founding the colony. His 
duties, indicated the name the office, were 
record all grants and preserve the information im- 
portance with reference them. His duties later in- 
cluded the receiving the quit-rents, the correct title 
the position then being “The Register Grants and Re- 
ceiver Quit-Rents.” That such official was neces- 
sary was early recognized. The records his office were 
open for inspection the colonists and also the British 
government, for abstracts all grants were sent him 
quarterly the Board The importance 
this office emphasized the fact that the appointment 
«vas warrant under the King’s “sign manual.” 
memorial the governor and Council (October 
1761) the register grants and receiver quit-rents 
commented upon the orders which had received from 
the first two royal governors which prevented his having 
followed consistent policy and explained why grants 
had not been registered due time and requested in- 
structions. was ordered that should “be permitted 
register all grants already signed, for six months 
come, notwithstanding the time for registering the same 
may 

The dealings the colonists with the Indians re- 
gard land was remarkably successful and free from 
serious friction with the exception the claim made 

48 C. R. Ga., IX, 634-636. 


Ga., VIII, 577. 
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Bosomworth. Rev. Thomas Bosomworth, who had mar- 
ried Indian half-breed, claimed have secured for 
himself and his wife, deeds from the Indians all the 
reserved lands which the Indians had reserved the 
treaty 1733 when they granting land the colon- 
ists reserved three islands the coast and tract 
land near Savannah. This controversy began the pro- 
prietary period but was not settled until few years 
after the colony became Regarding the contro- 
versy authority the proprietary period states, “If 
were conceded that the Indians owned the lands, there 
would seem good reason why they might not deed 
them Mrs. Bosomworth they chose so. Asa 
matter equity, there was doubt that the Bosom- 
worths were attempting land grabbing scheme 
large scale. The Trustees determined treat the whole 
deed the Bosomworths illegal, and they then at- 
tempted secure deed these lands 
Negotiations were carried with the Creeks and finally 
under Governor Ellis, 1760, the Indians relinquished 
their claims and even Bosomworth agreed compro- 
mise. was have royal grant for St. Catherine’s 
Island, and 2000 guineas from the king, provided the 
Islands Ossaba (7600 acres) and Sappelo (9520 acres) 
when sold should bring that price, and consideration 
these concessions was agree make claim 
any other 


There was considerable correspondence with the Brit- 
ish government regard this matter. the inves- 
tigation the charges against the Bosomworths, they 
were required prove that they had not intrigued with 
the Indians, the suspicion which was very strong. All 
the affidavits and detailed testimony were forwarded 

51 B. T. Ga., XXIX, 107. 
52 McCain, 278. 
B. T. Ga., XXIX, 47; LII E, 29; Acts Privy Council, Col,, IV, 464. 
l,p 6 2 P : 


64 B. T. Ga., XXVI, B. 32, no. 1, 4; no. 2, p. 74; no. 3, p. 23; no. 
4, p. 40; no. 5, p. 38. 
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the Board Trade, Governor Ellis stated that Bosom- 
worth had encouraged the Indians claim all land west 
the tide-water, that is, from about thirty miles from 
the coast, and expressed his opinion him follows: 
“He most mischievous, crafty and obstinate fellow, 
and his practices have much intimidated people here, 
that although the late courts, was afraid try his 
title, from the measures took render abortive the ill 
designs that had been concerted before arrival, 
doubtful with me, whether our people would have dared 
decide against him, through fear the troubles 
might create means the Indians, with whom 
keeps influence insinuating that the guard- 
ian their interests. frequently makes them pres- 
ents and treats them kindly his house, where en- 
courages them come, and this enabled 
one Levi, Jew, who resides the northward, and who 


has given him £1000 for half the lands claims, and for 


half the profits the residue which are leased him 
for fifteen Governor Ellis urged that the whole 
matter should settled and was largely responsible for 
the compromise which was agreed Bosomworth. 
The French and the Spaniards the western and 
southern frontiers the colony endeavored influence 
the Indians against the colonists Georgia. Governor 
Wright letter (June 22, 1763) the Board Trade 
stated that certain Creeks had recently visited him and 
informed him that the French and the Spaniards had 
circulated report among the Indians that the English 
Georgia wished entice the Indians into the colony 
order that many them might very 
significant, however, that little later the same year, 
another letter (November 23, 1763) the Board 
Trade, Governor Wright stated that recent Congress 
Augusta, Georgia, the Creeks had voluntarily ceded 
considerable tract land the westward which would 
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furnish ample opportunity for new settlements 
made the The Indians were remarkably 
friendly with the colonists Georgia and the efforts 
the part the French and Spaniards interfere with 
these amicable relations were futile. 


The acquisition land and especially the cultivation: 


was closely related the institution slavery. 
the beginning the colony, however, negro slavery was 
forbidden law, the violation which law would incur 
fine For eighteen years, therefore, the colon- 
ists were not permitted have slaves, but the attitude 
the trustees England, who had genera! supervision 
the colony during the proprietary period, changed 
1750, and the privilege having slaves was granted. 
This concession met with popular approval the col- 
There were throughout the royal period various 
laws enacted for controlling the slaves and regulating 
their relations with the colonists. There were might 
inferred many difficulties which arose account 
the presence the negroes the 


addition the problem compelling the negroes 
conform the fundamental laws society there were 
provisions especially applicable negroes which had 
Attention called only one the sev- 
eral acts passed for this purpose. the lengthy de- 
tailed act May 10, 1770, “An act for ordering and 
governing slaves within this province, and for establish- 
ing jurisdiction for the trial offences committed 
such slaves, and other persons therein mentioned, and 
prevent the inveighling, and carrying away slaves 
from their masters, owners employers,” there occur 
some interesting statements. The preamble begins 
follows: “Whereas, from the increasing number 
slaves this province necessary well make 


Ga., 50-51. 

Ga., 56-62. 
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| 
} ; 


PERCY SCOTT FLIPPIN 


proper regulations for the future ordering and govern- 
ing such slaves, and ascertain and prescribe the pun- 
ishment crimes them committed, settle and 
limit positive laws, the extent the power the 
owner such slaves over them that they may 
kept due subjection and obedience, and owners 
persons having the care and management such slaves 
may restrained from exercising unnecessary rigor 
wanton cruelty over this act every phase 
the relations the slaves with the colonists was consid- 
ered and the necessary provision made for the utiliza- 
tion the labor the negroes without jeopardizing the 
interests the colonists any way increasing the 
negro population the colony. This act was passed with 
“suspending clause” rendering ineffective until ap- 
proved the British government. Within less than 
year (March 1771) the act was confirmed the king 
Council upon the recommendation the Board 

The anticipation the probable competition the 
negroes with white men handicraft workmen, occa- 
sioned the enacting the law (1758) “to encourage 
white tradesmen settle the several towns within 
this province Georgia, preventing the employing 
negroes and other slaves being handicraft tradesmen 
the said The handicraft tradesmen Savan- 
nah heartily endorsed this law and sent petition the 
Council urging its 

1767, sixteen years after the colonists were legally 
entitled have slaves, the Assembly passed law laying 
duty negroes and other slaves imported for sale. 
The sum realized from this duty was devoted 
repairing the lighthouse Tybee Island. The object 
the duty was discourage the importation negroes 
and other slaves, for few years earlier (1761) motion 


Ga., XIX, part 209. 
Ga., XIV, 354. 
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was the House that bill prepared laying 
duty “equal prohibition prevent the importation 
seasoned negroes into this province,” but was six 
years later before the above law was Two years 
later (1773) “negroes other slaves” were included 
the act passed imposing duty imported goods, which 
read follows: “Bill oblige masters vessels and 
other transient persons importing negroes other 
slaves, goods, wares and merchandise, pay tax for 
the same, and compel the persons directed receive 
the same give security for the due performance 
their office and for monies that may received 
(To continued.) 


XV, 608; XVII, 756. 
Ga., 524; XIV, 894, 455. 
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LONGSTREET’S RESPONSIBILITY THE 
SECOND DAY GETTYSBURG. 


Brenau College. 


General John Gordon, writing 1900, summarizes 
the charges regarding the conduct General James 
Longstreet the battle 

“It now seems certain that impartial military critics 
after thorough investigation will consider the following 
facts established: 

“First, that General Lee distinctly ordered Longstreet 
attack early the morning the second day, and 
Longstreet had done so, two the largest corps 
Meade’s army would not have been the fight; but Long- 
street delayed the fight until four o’clock the after- 


Explanatory Note on First Day’s Operations at Gettysburg.—The battle of 
Gettysburg was precipitated somewhat unexpectedly to both sides on July Ist, 
1868, when General Heth’s division of A. P. Hill’s corps, Confederate Army, 
advancing toward Gettysburg from the west, collided with the advance guard of 
the Federal Army under General Reynolds, just east of the town. Heth was 
re-enforced in the morning by Pender’s division of Hill’s corps, and in the early 
afternoon by Rodes’ and Early’s divisions of Ewell’s corps, advancing on Gettys- 
burg from the north. The Federal troops were driven back and through the town 
to the hills just to the south, Generals Reynolds and Pender being killed in the 
action. 

On the night of the Ist, the Confederate forces were drawn up as follows: 
Ewell’s Corps, consisting of Rodes’, Early’s and Edward Johnson’s divisions, 
from west to east in the order named, on the north of and extending through 
the town of Gettysburg; joining Rodes at right angles and occupying Seminary 
Ridge, an elevation stretching west and southwest of the town was Hill’s corps, 
consisting of three divisions. This corps constituted the Confederate center; on 
its right Lee had ordered Longstreet’s corps, consisting of Hood’s, McLaws’ and 
Pickett’s divisions, to take position as it should arrive from the west during the 
night of the lst or the early morning of the 2d. Hence the Confederate line 
stretched in concave fashion around the north, west and southwest of the town 
of Gettysburg, the center occupying Seminary Ridge. (See General Lee’s Re- 
port of the battle, Official Records of the Rebellion, Vol. 27, Part 2, p. 308 ff. 
Also reports of the various corps and division Commanders of the Confederate 
Army, in the same volume, and part). 

The Federal troops at nightfall of the Ist, so many as had arrived, were 
occupying hills known as Cemetery and Culp’s Hills, just south of the town. 
General Meade arriving on Cemetery Hill at one a. m. of the 2d, determined 
to accept battle in that position. During the night, Meade’s army, excepting 
the 5th and 6th Corps, arrived and occupied the aforesaid hills, and a long ridge 
extending southward from these hills toward the eminence known as Round Top 
and Little Round Top. This long ridge was called Cemetery Ridge. (See Gen- 
+ ae Report of the battle, Official Record of the Rebellion, Vol. 27, Part 

»p. 4 

With this general alignment indicated, the events of the 2d, with which 
this paper will deal, should be intelligible. 

1 Reminiscences of the Civil War, p. 160. 
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noon, and thus lost his opportunity occupying Little 
Roundtop, the key the position, which might have 
done the morning without firing shot losing 
man. 

“Secondly, that General Lee ordered Longstreet at- 
tack daylight the morning the third day, and 
that the latter did not attack until two three o’clock 
the afternoon, the artillery opening one. 

“Thirdly, that General Lee, according the testi- 
mony Colonel Walter Taylor, Colonel Venable 
and General Long, who were present when the 
order was given, ordered Longstreet make the attack 
the last day with the three divisions his own corps 
and two divisions Hill’s corps, and that instead 
doing so, Longstreet sent only fourteen thousand men 
assail Meade’s army the latter’s strong and heavily 
entrenched 

The substance these charges against Longstreet 
had developed southern periodical and newspaper con- 
troversy the 1870’s over the responsibility for the loss 
the battle The controversy seems 
have died out when was revived somewhat General 
Gordon’s book 1900, which may have been provoked 
General Longstreet’s own book, From Manassas 
which appeared 1895. this work Long- 
street rather severely criticizes Lee Gettysburg, and 
effects clean slate for himself.‘ 

General Gordon’s charge used basis this dis- 
cussion, not because any special reliance placed 
his views, but for the sake convenience, since his 
charge appears sum rather succinctly the accus- 
ations. 

the first place may pointed out that General 
Gordon cannot speak his own knowledge concerning 


This paper will investigate only the first these charges, but will 
noted that the charges are the same character. 


See Southern Historical Society Papers, Vols. and for the years 
1877 and 1878. 


4 James Longstreet, From Manassas to Appomatoz (Philadelphia, 1895). 
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these events Gettysburg. commanded brigade 
Ewell’s corps which was the Confederate left wing, 
whereas the entire controversy concerns events the 
extreme right wing the Confederate army. During 
the entire course the battle Gordon was located several 
miles from Longstreet’s His command was 
actively engaged the first day the battle, July 
while Longstreet’s corps was still route from Cham- 
But the position and role Gordon 
July and July 3d, days dispute the Longstreet 
controversy, Gordon’s own report says: “The move- 
ments during the succeeding days the battle (July 
and 3), not consider sufficient importance men- 
Hence General Gordon’s knowledge can based 
only second hand reports and the study the record. 

the first Gordon’s charges, with which this 
paper will alone concerned, there appear three 
distinct points requiring examination. First, was Long- 
street ordered attack any definite hour even early 
the morning the 2d; second, were two Meade’s 
corps unavailable early the morning the 2d; and 
third, was attack Little Roundtop ordered con- 
templated all General Lee? 

The origin the charge involving the so-called “sun- 
rise attack” order July attributed Mrs. James 
Longstreet utterance the Reverend Doctor 
William Pendleton, who was Brigadier General and 
Chief Artillery General Lee’s staff Gettysburg.® 
address delivered Lexington, Virginia, Janu- 
ary 17th, 1873, the Reverend Pendleton spoke follows: 

“The ground southwest the town (Gettysburg) 
was carefully examined after the engagement 
July 1st. Its practicable character was reported our 

6 Report of Brig. Gen. John B. Gordon on the Battle of Gettysburg, 
dated August 10, 1863. Oyjicial Records of the Rebellion, Vol. 27, Part 2, pp. 
491 ff. Hereinafter referred to as O. R. (Official Records.) 

6 Report of Lieut. Gen. James Longstreet on the Battle of Gettysburg, 
dated out 27th, 1868. O. R., Vol. 27, Pt. 2, p. 358. 


Gordon’s report, loc. cit., p. 493. 
8 Mrs. Helen D. Longstreet, Lee and Longstreet at High Tide, p. 56. 
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commanding general. informed that had or- 
dered Longstreet attack that front sunrise the 
next morning. And added: want you out long 
before sunrise reexamine and save time.’ also 
desired communicate with General Longstreet 
well himself. The reconnaisance was accordingly 
made soon was light enough the 2d.... All 
this has occurred under personal observation, 
nothing short imperative duty that thus fair- 

spoke the Reverend Pendleton January 17th, 
1873. The official report General Pendleton, dated 
September 12, 1863, disclosing his own movements dur- 
ing the early part July casts some doubt the 
accuracy his memory 1873. appears from this 
Report that his reconnaisance began “before sunrise” 
the 2d, and continued thru the forenoon. “About mid- 
day” General Longstreet seems have been viewing the 
battle ground with Pendleton, and “sometime later” Pen- 
dleton meets the Commanding General (Lee) “en route 
survey the These movements are not 
keeping with “sunrise attack” order. 


There considerable evidence, however, that 
erate Generals and staff officers that very 
early attack was launched the morning the 
Longstreet, although there witness the 
issuance delivery such order Longstreet. In- 
deed, Pendleton the only officer who will quote Lee 
having said had issued such categorical order. Gen- 
eral Lee makes mention such order his Re- 
port, and Longstreet has denied that such order was 
given. 

Longstreet says: “General Lee never his life gave 


9 Ibid., quoted on p. 56. 

Official Report General Pendleton, R., Vol. 27, Pt. 346. 

11 It seems to this writer that this is a damaging statement for Long- 
street to make. It is pretty certain no definite “sunrise” order was issued, so 
would absolved from carrying out order which never reached him. 
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perfectly satisfied that when had troops position 
and was ordered attack time was lost. the night 
the Ist left him without any orders all. the 
morning the went General Lee’s headquarters 
daylight and renewed views against making 
attack. seemed resolved, however, and discussed 
the probable 

General Lee his official report the operations 
the second day Gettysburg says: “The preparations 
for attack were not completed until the afternoon the 
second later report the operations the 
third day, says: “General Longstreet was delayed 
force occupying the high rocky hills the enemy’s 
extreme left, from which his troops could attacked 
reverse they advanced. His operations had been em- 
barrassed the day previous the same The 
last sentence concerns the question dispute. General 
Lee clearly reports that Longstreet was delayed the 
2d; makes animadversions. shall notice this 
same calm detached observation Lee Longstreet’s 
other points. When the controversy 
Longstreet’s responsibility was raging the 70’s, Major 
General Jubal Early, division commander Ewell’s 
corps Gettysburg, and caustic critic General Long- 
street, wrote the Comte Paris, the distinguished 
French historian the Civil War: 

“You may ask right about the causes our 
failure Gettysburg why was that General Lee did 
not speak out and place the responsibility where prop- 
erly belonged. reply would be, that difficult for 
one who did not know him personally understand the 
wonderful magnanimity character which induced Gen- 


But if Lee was accustomed to rely on Longstreet’s discretion and expedition, and 
in reason could have expected an early attack on the 2d, as there is good evidence 
he did expect, then Longstreet’s failure and accountability is the more incontest- 
able and culpable. 

12 Mrs. Longstreet, op. cit., quoted, pp 

A General Lee’s Official Report, dated July rs “1868, O. R., Vol. 27, Part 

Ibid., 320. 
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eral Lee often take the chance incurring censure 
himself rather than run the risk doing possible injus- 
tice another. Hence was that preferred the en- 
tire responsibility for the battle Gettysburg and its 
failure rest his shoulders, rather than attempt 
screen himself casting upon one more subordi- 

General Longstreet has secured and published con- 
vincing array letters from members Lee’s staff and 
others close the commander Gettysburg, all denying 
knowledge definite sunrise attack order for the 2d. 
Colonel Walter Taylor, Lee’s Adjutant General Get- 
tysburg, wrote from Norfolk, Virginia, under date 
April 28th, 1875: 

can only say that never before heard 
the ‘sunrise attack’ you were have made charged 
General Pendleton. such order was given you, 
never knew has strangely escaped mem- 

Colonel Charles Venable, Aide General Lee 
Gettysburg, wrote from the University Virginia, under 
date May 11, 1875: 

did not know any order for attack the 
enemy sunrise the 2d, nor can believe any such 
order was issued General Lee. About sunrise the 
July was sent General Lee General Ewell 
ask him what thought attack the enemy from 
his General Ewell made ride with him 
from point point his lines see the exact 
position things. Before got through with his ex- 
amination the enemy’s position, General Lee came 
himself General Ewell’s lines. not think that the 
errand which was sent the Commanding General 


15 Southern Historical Society Papers, 4:65, July, 1877. 
16 Longstreet, op. cit., p. 379. But General Taylor is one of the most 
severe of Longstreet’s critics for his general dilatoriness at Gettysburg. 

General Ewell commanded the Confederate left wing, his corps being 
the troops which had come on the field of Gettysburg from the north on the. 
afternoon of the Ist, in time to complete the rout of the Federals. See Intro- 
ductory explanatory note. 
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consistent with the idea attack sunrise any 
portion the 

General Long, Military Secretary General 
Lee Gettysburg, invoked Longstreet disprove 
the “sunrise” order. Under date May 1875, 
General Long wrote: 

tack sunrise, any other designated hour, pending 
the operations Gettysburg, during the first three days 
July, Longstreet did not publish all the Long 
letter. happened that answering Longstreet’s in- 
quiry, Long had sent copy his letter General 
Early. This was unknown Longstreet. When the lat- 
ter published his defense, using the abbreviated Long 
letter, Early published the omitted portion. read 
follows: 

“As memory now serves was General Lee’s 
intention attack the enemy the July early 
practicable, and impression that issued 
orders that effect. inferred that such was the case 
from the instructions that General Lee gave the 
evening the 1st, and very early the morning the 

The existence definite “sunrise attack” order 
seems rest upon the very slender thread Pendleton’s 
memory ten years after the event. Iis issuance prob- 
ably unsusceptible proof disproof. was given, 
must have been given verbally and only Generals Lee 
and Longstreet could have known 

However, the evidence seems overwhelming that Lee 
expected Longstreet attack early the morning 


Longstreet, op. cit., General Early explains this “errand” 
which Col. Venable thinks inconsistent with a sunrise attack by any “portion of 
the army,” by saying that Lee, having discovered the balkiness of Longstreet, 
who has persistently opposed the attack, is merely making a last inquiry as to 
the possibility Ewell attacking the left. See Early, Southern Historical 
Society Pavers, Vol. 4, p. 291 

Ibid., 380. 

20 Early, op. cit., Vol. 4, p. 288. 

21 Lee would probably give a verbal order or “suggestion” to such a 
subordinate as Longstreet, who was his oldest and most experienced subordinate. 
From Longstreet’s account, ample opportunity was offered for such a verbal order, 
in th several conferences of July Ist. 
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the 2d. General Longstreet’s own statements, made 
elaborate defense his role Gettysburg, published 
1877, gives some color this this paper 
Longstreet says: 

overtook General Lee five o’clock that aft- 
ernoon (July said surprise that thought 
attacking General Meade upon the heights the next 
day. suggested that this course seemed vari- 
ance with the plan campaign that had been agreed 
upon before leaving said, ‘If the 
enemy there tomorrow, must attack him!’ replied, 
should attack him—a good reason judgment for 
not doing 

Longstreet was plainly opposed the offensive move- 
ment Gettysburg the and again the This 
opposition persistently urged upon Lee. After re- 
lating his own arguments against the proposed attack 
for the 2d, Longstreet writes Lee: 

“He, however, did not seem abandon the idea 
attack the next day. seemed under subdued ex- 
citement which occasionally took possession him when 
the hunt was continues the narrative: “On 
the morning the went General Lee’s headquar- 
ters daylight and renewed arguments against 
ing attack. seemed resolved, however, and dis- 
cussed the probable 

Longstreet then represents that General Lee about 
daylight rode over the headquarters General Ewell, 
reconnoitered and conferred with officers there, return- 
ing his own headquarters about o’clock, and about 
o’clock definitely informed Longstreet that was 

Published the Philadelphia Nov. 1877. Afterward copied 


in Southern Historical Society Papers, Vol. 5, pp. 54 ‘tf. Referred to hereafter 
as “Longstreet’s Defense.” 

23 Longstreet claimed to have exacted the “promise” that Lee would fight 
only a defensive campaign in Pennsylvania. See Swinton, Campaigns of the 
Army of the Potomac, p. 340; also Longstreet, on. cit., p. 331. 

24 “Longstreet’s Defence,” loc. cit., p. 60. 

25 Ibid., pp. 69 ff; Swinton ; op. cit., p. 358; Longstreet, op. cit., p. 388. 

26 “Longstreet’s Defence,” loe. cit., p. 61. 

27 Ibid., p. 62. 
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make attack the Confederate right. Yet from 
Longstreet’s own words learn that General Lee had 
been determined attack the morning the 2d, 
five o’clock the afternoon 

opposed this strange and improbable spectacle 
Army Commander spending entire morning try- 
ing decide upon movement which time was obvi- 
ously most important factor, there much evidence 
contrary tenor. 

General Jubal Early, who commanded division 
Ewell’s corps, writes follows: 

“General Lee had announced Ewell, Rodes and my- 
self his purpose attack daylight soon there- 
after practicable and asked whether could not at- 
tack with our corps the same man knew 
better than the value time and the supreme neces- 
sity attacking before Meade’s whole army was up; 
and credible that talking Longstreet (on the 
night the did not once intimate that desired 
attack early practicable the morning the 
2d, and before Meade’s army was 

General Long, Military Secretary General 
Lee Gettysburg, writing under date April 5th, 1876, 
says the situation the night July 1st Lee’s 
headquarters: 

“The plan battle was then decided upon for the 
ensuing day. believe Longstreet was still the field 
when delivered Two his divisions biv- 
ouacked that night within four miles the position 
was occupy the next day. When sought bivouac 
for the night, was with the firm belief that the 
would renewed early the next morning. evi- 
dence that General Lee anticipated early commence- 
ment the battle, breakfasted and was the saddle 


Early refers here to a po. Paeld at Ewell’s headquarters on the 
night ot July ist. Rodes was another division ere! in Ewell’s — 
Southern Historical Society Papers, Vol. 290, December, 
order. 
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before daylight. that early hour visiting Hill’s 
everything exhibited signs prepara- 
tions for 

another connection, the same authority sums the 
matter up: “The order was that Longstreet the right 
should begin the attack early practicable the 2d, 
and Ewell and Hill were afford him vigorous cooper- 
ation. the morning the 2d, Meade’s position 
Cemetery Ridge was not fully occupied, and had been 
expected, large portion his forces was still the 
march. 

“If vigorous attack had been made then, all the 
chances war, victory would have crowned the Con- 
federate arms. But another blunder intervened, and the 
attack was delayed until four the afternoon. The 
blunder lieutenant who had never before failed him, 
being unexpected, could not averted time pre- 
vent the evil consequences that 

General Wilcox, commanding brigade Hill’s corps 
Gettysburg, writes under date March 26th, 1877: 

“It has been asserted that General Longstreet was 
ordered attack daylight, early the next morning 
(the 2d). this have knowledge personally, but 
inclined believe that was ordered. The 
attack could have been made o’clock the 
Longstreet’s attack, all must admit, was 
made too late the day. Had taken place any time 
before noon, would probably have been 

Out volume such testimony, can quote that 
only one participant the events July 2d. This 
testimony Gen2ral Hood, division commander under 
Longstreet, affords further evidence the reluctance 
the latter attack the morning the 2d. General 
Hood arrived the heights Missionary Ridge shortly 


Referring Hill, commanding the corps, which occupied 
the center the Confederate line. The role Hill explained the second 
quotation from Long. note 34. 

Southern Historical Papers, 4:67, July, 1877. 

$4 Ibid., pp. 122-123. 

pp. 114-115. 
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after daybreak the morning the 2d. fell with 
Generals Lee, Longstreet and Hill, who were observing 
the Federal positions. the situation the morning 
the 2d, General Hood writes Longstreet, under date 
June 28th, 1875: 

“General Lee was seemingly anxious that you attack 
that morning. remarked me: ‘The enemy here 
and not whip him will whip us.’ You thought 
better await the arrival Pickett’s division—at that 
time still the rear— .... and you said subse- 
quently, whilst were seated together near the trunk 
atree: ‘The General little nervous this morning; 
Pickett. never like into battle with one boot 
off.’ 9936 

Longstreet his defence against the charge culpa- 
bly delaying the attack the morning the 2d, pro- 
ceeds along two lines. First, attempts prove that 
order was given for such attack, nor did Lee ex- 
pect it; the second place, attempts demonstrate 
that from the position his troops the night July 
first, attack could have been possible Let 
examine this latter point. 

Two divisions his corps, those McLaws and 
Hood, bivouacked for the night the along Marsh 
Creek, four miles from Lee’s headquarters Missionary 
The position the Confederate right which 
the corps were occupy was about three miles from 
Lee’s headquarters, where the corps would strike the 
ridge, coming from Chambersburg. The distance 
traveled then, from the bivouac Marsh Creek the 
position attack could not have been over seven miles. 
There another significant fact. Longstreet, ahead 
his troops, has been consultation with Lee during the 


86 Southern Historical Society Papers, 4:128. 

87 See Mrs. Longstreet, op. cit., p. 65 ff, for this defense. 

Longstreet’s Report, R., loc. cit., division was 
twenty miles distant toward Chambersburg, and not expected engage the 
2d. It arrived early on the morning of the 8d 
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afternoon and evening the Ist. cognizant 
Lee’s Yet four o’clock the after- 
noon the before Longstreet has gotten into position, 
and ready attack. commenting this situation, 
General Fitzhugh Lee says: 

“Tell me, you who knew Jackson best, had been 
command troops say four miles the rear the 
battle field the the July, 1863, and Gen- 
eral Lee had suggested him attack from his right 
the morning the 2d, what hour would have at- 
tacked Meade’s key point Roundtop? Would the hour 

more disinterested critic, the Comte Paris, 
writes: .... “in resuming the battle the morning 
the second, Lee had the great advantage finding his 
adversaries scarcely recovered from the combat the 
previous day.... bringing his troops into action 
o’clock the morning, could hardly have exacted 
effort equal those had obtained from them Man- 
assas and 

Longstreet’s corps, the Corps, suffered four sepa- 
rate delays, during the thirty-six hours preceding the 
attack the 2d. For each these, Longstreet offers 
excuse; but the cumulative evidence convincing. 
the while route from Chambersburg Gettys- 
burg, Longstreet’s corps was held several hours, due 
according the General Johnson’s division the 
corps blocking the the morning the be- 
tween and o’clock General Wilcox’s brigade, moving 
from picket duty the rear the Chambersburg road 
passed through troops “whose arms were stacked,” and 
learned that they were Hood’s and McLaws’ divisions 
(Longstreet’s Corps) when instructed Lee 


“Longstreet’s Defense,” loc. cit., pp. 60-61. 

Southern Historical Society Papers, Vol. 152. Jackson made 
longer night marches before his attack Pope Second Manassas and 
Howard Chancellorsville. 

Comte Paris, The Battle Gettysburg, 145. This book Vol- 
ume 8 of the same author’s History of the Civil War in America. 

42 Longstreet’s Official Report, loc. cit., p. 358. 

Wilcox, Southern Historical Society Papers, Vol. 114. 


| 
\ 
a 
{ 
| 
| 


o’clock, according Longstreet, attack the Federal 
left, Longstreet secures Lee’s permission wait hour 
the arrival Law’s brigade his and finally 
when proceeding the point attack the afternoon 
the 2d, Longstreet’s divisions are delayed two hours 
losing the road, due, says the General, the Captain 
Engineers from Lee’s staff who Longstreet claims 
leading the 

The Comte Paris, the light the above demon- 
strable facts, seems arrive just conclusions: 

“Accustomed find Jackson lieutenant whom 
was not necessary give any precise instructions, who 
upon mere suggestion, would adopt all necessary meas- 
ures for striking the point designated for his attack with 
the greatest possible rapidity and vigor—Lee, this oc- 
casion did not take into consideration Longstreet’s char- 
acter, with whose strong and weak points, his energy and 
tardiness, must however have been well acquainted. 
evident that from the evening the first 
July there was misunderstanding between these two 
generals. his return from his conference with Ewell, 
Lee, having decided entrust the main attack Long- 
street, had made him some suggestions, but had given 
him orders. 

“Instead making himself thoroughly acquainted 
with the wishes his Chief and preparing for making 
the attack early hour, the Commander the 
Corps only thinks suggesting new plan 
dawn with this view, has hastily repaired 
headquarters. This time has received orders, though 
still very vague character. Lee did not give his in- 
structions the precise and preemptory form which should 


44 “Longstreet’s Defense,” loc. cit., p. 62. 

45 Ibid. This staff officer, Captain Johnson, maintained he was not a 
guide, conducting the Corps, tut had merely been ordered ride with Long- 
street. expressed surprise when learned 1877, that Longstreet consid- 
ered that he, a Captain, had been conducting the march of an Army Corps. 

46 This plan was to flank Meade by the Confederate right, so getting be- 
tween him and Washington. See “Longstreet’s Defense,” loc. cit., p. 61. For 
contrary views of such a plan see Early, Southern Historical Society Papers, 
Vol. pp. 60-61; also Comte Paris, op. cit., pp. 145 ff. 
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characterize all that emanates from Commander 
Chief. Consequently, Longstreet, not seeing any advant- 
age pressing the attack, loses much precious time, 
either through design mental sluggishness, while his 
Chief, relying entirely upon his promptness, proceeds 
examine the Federal right, which Ewell still preparing 

The second point Gordon’s charge that had Long- 
street attacked early the 2d, “two the largest corps 
Meade’s army would not have been position.” This 
statement has reference the 5th and 6th corps which 
were not the immediate vicinity Gettysburg the 
night the 

Longstreet admits that the 6th Corps did not reach 
the battle field until late the afternoon the 2d, but 
citing the casualties the fighting the 2d, Mrs. 
Longstreet seeks prove that the 6th Corps was not 
factor the day’s combat, and hence the fact that the 
attack did not occur before its arrival little signifi- 
cance the 

the 5th Corps, Mrs. Longstreet would take 
issue with General Gordon, and her position seems well 
Gordon would represent that had Longstreet 
attacked the morning, the entire 5th Corps which 
played large part the battle the afternoon, would 
not have been the fight. The facts seem these: 
the 5th Corps bivouacked the night the 1st about 
five miles east Gettysburg, and resumed the march 
4:00 m., arriving “in sight the bridge Rock 
Creek” just the southeast the town Gettysburg 
m., the same hour Longstreet’s troops were begin- 
ning arrive Seminary Ridge. The 5th Corps were 
thus massed near the Union center before nine the 


Comte Paris, op. cit., 147. 
Report Gen. George Sykes, commanding the 5th Corps, R., Vol. 
27, Part 592; and that Gen. John Sedgwick, commanding the 6th Corps, 
Ibid., 663; Livermore, Story the War, Vol. 

49 Mrs. Longstreet, op. cit., p. 42. he figures given are: Ist Corps, 
3980; Corps, 3991; Corps, 3662; 1976; 6th Corpa, 212; 
Corps, 2853; 12th Corps, 1016. 
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morning. From this point they might reenforce any 
point the Union lines The Comte 
Paris says: “The 5th Corps took position near the main 
road sight the bridge over Rock Creek, thus forming 
reserve, which while supporting the right, could 
means direct paths hasten with equal rapidity the 
assistance the left the center the line..... 
o’clock the morning the Federal line was therefore 
rectified. All the corps, save one (the 5th) had ar- 

Hence Mrs. Longstreet concludes: “The moment 
Longstreet’s movement (about was detected, 
(the 5th Corps) was moved over the left and occupied 
Round Top. Longstreet had moved earlier, the 5th 
Corps would also have moved earlier. could have been 
Sickle’s rear and left early m., had been 
The troops that met Longstreet the aft- 
ernoon the 2d, could have met him the 

One further item Gordon’s first charge regarding 
the responsibility Longstreet for the second day’s fight 
Gettysburg remains considered. Gordon charges 
that delaying until o’clock the 2d, Longstreet 
“lost his opportunity occupying Little Round Top, the 
key the position.” Longstreet claims, the other 
hand, that was ordered attack “up the Emmitsburg 
that such attack imposed upon him against his 
advice, precluded the seizure Little Round Top, which 
was mile the east the road; that Lee never contem- 


51 Gen. Sykes’ Report, loc. cit., p. 594. 

52 Comte de Paris, op. cit., p. "148. 

58 Referring to Major General Sickles, commanding the Federal 8rd Corps, 
which received the brunt of Longstreet’s afternoon attack on the 2d in the 
“peach orchard.” 

Mrs. Longstreet, op. cit., 44. 

General Longstreet even maintains the attack the made m., 
was made too soon. He writes: ‘General Meade was with General Sickles dis- 
cussing the feasibility of moving the 8d Corps back to the line originally assigned 
to it (it occupied a sharp salient projecting from the main Federal line, which 
attacked by Longstreet on the afternoon of the 2d. This salient was the famous 
“peach orchard’); the discussion was cut short by the opening of the Confed- 
erate battle. If that opening had been delayed thirty or forty minutes, Sickles’ 
Corps would have been drawn back to the general line, and my first deployment 
would have enveloped Little Round Top, and carried it before it could have been 
strongly manned. The point should that the battle was opened too soon. 
Quoted, Mrs. Longstreet, op. cit., 45. 
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plated the occupation Little Round Top, but designed 
the attack “up the Emmitsburg road” drive the enemy 
from the high ground along that road, from which Ceme- 
tery Hill, more than mile north Little Round Top 
could 

Lee’s report, dated July 31st, 1863, throws some light 
this question, and tends confirm Longstreet’s asser- 
tions. Lee’s report, the matter involved, reads: 

“In front General Longstreet the enemy held 
position from which, could driven, was thought 
our artillery could used advantage assaulting the 
more elevated ground beyond, and thus enable 
reach the crest the ridge. That officer was directed 
carry this position. After severe struggle, Longstreet 
succeeded getting possession and holding the de- 
sired 

Mrs. Longstreet points out, the “desired ground,” 
evidently considered Lee the object the attack 
the was the celebrated “peach orchard,” wrung from 
General Sickles’ Corps the afternoon the 2d. From 
this advanced salient the attack next day was delivered 
Pickett’s division against Cemetery From the 
language Lee’s report, may inferred that was 
the “crest the hill” long ridge extending from Ceme- 
tery Hill south toward the Round Tops, rather than Lit- 
tle Round Top, which Lee wished assail related 
the 

Granted that Lee did not order Longstreet occupy 
Little Round Top the 2d, the latter, who commanded 
that front, exonerated from blame for having failed 
seize the eminence? The Comte Paris seems 
record reasonable and disinterested opinion: 

“He (Lee) merely directs Longstreet, according 


55 Longstreet’s order to attack “up the Emmitsburg road” is quoted in 
his official Report, loc. cit., p. 358. His interpretation of that order, and views 
seizure Little Round Top are summarized Mrs. Longstreet, op. cit., 


"56 loc. cit., p. 305. 
57 Ibi 
The Tops were hills the southern extremity this 
ridge. Little Round Top was the hill nearer Gettysburg. 
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statement the latter, envelop the enemy’s left, and 
begin the attack against this point following 
much possible the Emmitsburg road. these asser- 
tions are correct, must have been enlightened 
means verbal explanations because the Emmitsburg 
road runs almost parallel with the front the two arm- 
ies; and was then only occupied few Federal pick- 
ets; consequently shall find Longstreet deviating 
singular manner from the letter his instructions. 
evident, however, that Lee convinced how much the 
position the orchard will useful for the decisive at- 
tack, has been under the impression that should be- 
gin taking possession it, inasmuch would 
the first point met the Emmitsburg road. The 
Round Tops are doubt too prominent for the General 
Chief deem necessary call the attention his 
lieutenant this double sugar loaf, the profile which 
Ewell had shown him moonlight the day 

the same connection the Comte Paris analyzes 
Lee’s methods the battle field. considers that Lee 
leaves too great latitude his lieutenants. “At Get- 
tysburg acted,” says this critic, “as Jackson were 
still may remarked that this was Lee’s 
first fight since the death Jackson Chancellorsville. 
Perhaps, since the role played Jackson Second Man- 
assas and Chancellorsville was very much like that as- 
signed Longstreet Gettysburg, inevitable that 
much speculation has arisen regarding what the outcome 
Gettysburg would have been had Jackson been there. 
Reverend William Jones, Lee’s chaplain Gettys- 
burg, says that Lee, while President Washington and 
Lee University, conversation with Professor White 
that University, said: “If had had Stonewall Jack- 
son Gettysburg should have won great 
General Gordon, when Governor Georgia wrote 


59 Comte de Paris, op. cit., pp. 148-149. 
60 Ibid., p. 140. 
Jones, Personal Reminiscences, Anecdotes and General Lee, 
p. 156. 
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LONGSTREET’S RESPONSIBILITY 


General Fitzhugh Lee, under date April 15, 1876: 

receipt your letter the 14th inst. re- 
member perfectly conversation with General Lee 
this subject. said plainly that “the battle would 
have been gained Longstreet had obeyed or- 
ders given him and had attacked early instead late.” 
said further: “General Longstreet when once 
fight was most brilliant soldier, but was the hardest 
man move had his 

Before summing conclusions Longstreet’s 
responsibility Gettysburg July 2d, should 
pointed out that General Longstreet became very unpop- 
ular the south after the Civil War. early applied 
for political amnesty from the Congress the United 
1867, joined the Republican party, and 
accepted appointment early Grant’s administration 
surveyor the Port New Orleans.* Mrs. Long- 
street her defence her husband points out “two im- 
portant facts,” which, her opinion, explain the charges 
against General Longstreet. She writes: not 
one word appears have been published openly accusing 
him disobedience Gettysburg until after the death 
Lee, who could forever have silenced all criticisms. 
Second, General Longstreet’s operations the field 
Gettysburg were above the suspicion reproach until 
came under the political ban the 

This latter and more important alleged fact does not 
appear true. merely necessary quote let- 
ter written General Longstreet himself July 24th, 
1863. This letter his uncle Georgia reveals ex- 
planatory not defensive note, and was prompted, ac- 
cording the General’s own statement 1877, the 


62 General Gordon was intimately associated with General Lee during 
the last months of the war when the alleged conversation took place. Gordon 
commanded one of the two wings of Lee’s army at the surrender at Appomatox. 
Of course his evidence is not conclusive as to Lee’s views of Longstreet. Lapse 
of time and prejudice may have to be discounted. 

. 63 He applied for amnesty in November, 1865. Mrs. Longstreet, op. cit., 
105 


118. 
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“sly undercurrent misrepresentation course,” 
this noted, being apparent July 24th, 1863, with- 
three weeks the battle. this letter his uncle 
the General first cautions that what writes must not 
outside the family, and then explains that the failure 
Gettysburg might have been averted had his own plans 
been followed. continues: 


“As failed must take share the responsi- 
bility. fact, would prefer that all the blame should 
rest me. General Lee our Commander should 
have the support and influence can give him. the 
blame can shifted from him me, shall help him 
and our cause taking it. desire therefore that all 
the responsibility that can placed me, shall there 
and shall remain there. The truth will known time, 
and leave that show how much the responsibility 


Even discounting the almost unanimous testimony 
Confederate officers the field Gettysburg, who might 
possibly prejudiced, the following conclusions seem 
justified from the official records and from disinterested 
critical opinion: 

General Longstreet was strenuously opposed 
the entire Gettysburg campaign, and each movement 
the campaign which participated. 


General Longstreet’s Corps were subjected 
many four distinct delays from one several hours 
each, the days July 1st and 2d, the days question. 


General Longstreet, knowing early o’clock 
the afternoon the 1st that General Lee was anxious 
attack the 2d, was not ready attack until o’clock 
the afternoon the 2d, although his Corps, excepting 


Quoted Longstreet’s Defense, loc. cit., 54. 

However, might pointed out that Pollard, writing the Southern 
History the War 1866, makes mention Longstreet’s called 
question at Gettysburg. See Vol. 2, pp. 30-46, for Pollard’s discussion of Gettys- 

urg. 


LONGSTREET’S RESPONSIBILITY 
Pickett’s Division, had bivouacked the night before only 
four miles from the Confederate position along Seminary 
Ridge. 

General Longstreet displayed singular literal- 
ness when construed his orders from General Lee 
preclude the seizure dominating hills like the Round 
Tops, within one mile road “up which” was 
attack. 

The Round Tops unoccupied the Federals (ex- 
cept Signal Corps) the morning the were seized 
Sykes’ Corps the Federal Army the afternoon 
that 

The delayed attack Longstreet the caused 
the failure projected general attack the Federal 
lines. Toward the Confederate left center, brigades 
Early’s division Ewell’s corps, succeeded gaining 
the top Cemetery Hill, but with support their 
right were forced 


67 General Sykes’ Report, loc. cit., p. 593. 
68 General Early’s Report, O. R., Vol. 27, Pt. 2, p. 470. 
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NOTES AND DOCUMENTS 
ANGLO-SPANISH RELATIONS THE WEST INDIEs, 
1675-1679. 


TRANSLATED AND EDITED KATHERINE REDING 


This document tells the story one incident bearing 
upon Spain’s attempt set trade monopoly her 
colonies. the time this occurrence the policy 
exclusivism which had one its aims the making 
the Caribbean mare clausum the vessels other 
nations had thoroughly failed the efforts placate 
England reveal. The Caribbean was the gateway 
America and here Spanish prestige was first made 
bow before the onslaughts English and French bucca- 
neers and traders. The coasts Florida, Georgia, and 
the Bahamas furnished hiding places from which these 
hardy men issued upon their dangerous and frequently 
illicit undertakings. century before this event Spain 
would have made short work the interlopers, but now 
with part Florida pre-empted the Carolinians and 
the day not far distant when the English were drive 
the Spanish outposts still farther south, the once proud 
nation was position make issue one tres- 
passing vessel and its cargo. 

The original this document, the translation 
which follows, the General Archives the Indies 
Seville, Spain, but copy included the Bancroft 
Collection the Library the University California. 

Paper 103 
General Archives the Indies, Seville, (Indiferente 


Gral. 141-3-1) Council the Indies, February 22, 1679— 
summoned the 11th—Treats the demands made the 
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Ambassador England satisfaction for the ship, 
Virgin London, which was captured Havana.— 
(seal) 


Duke Medina Zeli Sir: 


Don Thomas Valdes With the decree the 
Marques Mejorada 9th this month Your 
Marques Santillan Tillan Majesty pleased re- 
Don Antonio Ronquillo mit the Council let- 
Don Bernabe Ochoa ter from the Ambassa- 
Don Bernadino Valdes dor England Don 


Pedro Coloma, which 
again demands satisfaction for the ship, Virgin 
London, which was captured Havana, and expresses 
his dissatisfaction with the dispatches which have been 
sent concerning it. order reach decision regard 
this matter Your Majesty orders the Council inform 
him concerning the condition this ship, reporting 
the same time its contents. 

The letter the Ambassador (the original which 
herein included with the others which presented) 
does not, short, consider sufficient the dispatches which 
have been sent, and begs that definite answer made 
his proposal last year. 


This matter having previously been before the Coun- 
cil, has seemed well advise Your Majesty that the 
reports February and March 1678, account was 
rendered Your Majesty concerning the remonstrance 
the Ambassador that the amends which Your Majesty 
had ordered had not been made regard the ship the 
Virgin London which was captured Havana from 
Edmund Cooke Don Felipe Geraldino; and the Council 
explained great detail what was done the matter, 
saying that although all justice this, well other 
spoils taken from the English Havana, constituted fair 
booty, Your Majesty had ordered that they restored, 
for the pleasure the King Great Britain, and that 
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KATHERINE REDING 
the value said ship given Edmund Cooke, captain 
and owner it. This was ordered the decree July 
Itis regrettable that, because was not certain 
that the interested parties had presented the Lieu- 
tenant Governor Havana (to whom was directed), 
the Council did not consider that could more than 
repeat the order, charging the Governor through another 
order that the affair was not promptly attended to, 
himself should look into the matter, warning him that 
Your Majesty would displeased any omission 
duty. And after Your Majesty had decreed this 
wise the Ambassador was not yet satisfied, again pro- 
claiming that not only would not try prove that the 
orders were again presented the Lieutenant Hava- 
na, but that, since considered them inadequate and 
insufficient, asked that satisfaction given this 
Court without recourse the interested parties Ha- 
vana, being the duty the Royal Treasury make 
this payment since considerable portion this prize 
had been applied the royal revenue Your Majesty. 
This demand seemed unreasonable the Council when, 
after the booty had been declared legitimate, Your Maj- 
esty had ordered restitution made, giving from your 
royal treasury not only its share reason the royal 
duty, but also the sum necessary reimburse the captors 
for their expenditures; for, when they took possession 
legally legitimate booty, there was reason why 
they should make restitution, nor why the amount the 
restitution should correspond the estimate the value 
made the Great Court the Admiralty England; 
neither was this court under obligation repay that 
which was taken, for within the jurisdiction Ha- 
vana and restitution should made that city. The 
Ambassador should satisfied with the liberality 
Your Majesty this case without making new claims 
and complaints. 
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Therefore occurs the Council state again that, 
view the circumstances that the demands the 
Ambassador for amends made this court seem 
neither just nor reasonable, our judgment that Your 
Majesty might order that the amount which the sale 
this ship and its cargo yielded paid the interested 
party from the royal treasury Havana, although there 
was paid into only the fifth belonging Your Majesty 
(which afterwards was conceded the captor) and the 
rest might legitimately have been given him also. 
Since this prize was declared legitimate court this re- 
imbursement not obligatory reason the interven- 
tion the King England. However, restitution 
ordered made the owner the ship; and since 
the captors are required this the dispatch issued, 
they should turn reimbursed from the royal treas- 
ury. the opinion the Council that such order 
authorize immediate payment the entire value 
the ship not only not detrimental the royal treasury 
but rather instrumental attaining two desirable re- 
sults: first, that the Ambassador cannot with plausible 
excuse consider this order insufficient, since paid 
the full value the ship,—that is, its value Havana,— 
where was confiscated, without the need judicial 
procedure against the individuals who captured it; and 
second, avoids the discouragement that other ship- 
owners interested similar undertakings might experi- 
ence see the prizes they capture restored their own- 
ers after being declared legitimate prizes, even though 
they reimbursed the Caja Real. follows that the 
true import this order amounts more than avoid- 
ing the circuit delivering the English and receiving 
from the Caja. 

Although the Council has not received specific infor- 
mation the value this prize, the Governor Ha- 
vana letter September 30, 1673, described 
the name humilidad Londres, owned Edmund 


KATHERINE REDING 


Cooke and captured Felipe Geraldino, and the Am- 
bassador agrees this description. the letter from 
Havana the one-fifth duty said have amounted 
900 pesos, that the whole would worth 4,500 pesos. 
The Ambassador estimates the loss 12,000 pounds 
sterling, although report made the King Eng- 
land the Marques del Fresno, ambassador that 
court, concerning different prizes taken America, the 
pink called Virgen Doncella, captured the 
said Geraldino estimated 5,983 pounds shillings. 
Wherefore the order which might legitimately given, 
Your Majesty willing, would pay the apparent value 
the ship and its cargo with the exception the cam- 
peche-wood, being prohibited this wood 
without the permission Your Majesty. this way 
settlement will made without detriment the royal 
treasury, nor can the Ambassador sue for more than was 
actually lost the subject his king. 

May Your Majesty let his will known. Madrid, 
February 22, 1679. 

(Five seals affixed) 


(On the reverse side agree that which 
herein appears. (Seal) Published February 27, 1679. 
(Sevilla, Indif. Gral., 141-2-1) 
(Copy) Most Esteemed Sir: 


Lord the King having considered the report which 
your excellency has made concerning the failure give 
the affair the ship called Virgen 
Londres, which orders were dispatched Don Antonio 
Matienzo, Lieutenant Governor that place, 
lord would have say your excellency that, al- 
though not evident that the orders were given 
the Lieutenant Governor, nor that failed comply, 
pleased give express orders the Council the 
Indies reiterate the said orders, that Don Juan 
Baptista Santiago who has replaced Matienzo may 
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give satisfaction. And case delay, the Governor 
Havana will charged also direct the fulfillment 
this command, being advised that His Majesty will con- 
sider himself ill-served any oversight. Furthermore 
let him give immediate notice settlement with those 
the said ship, the Virgin London; which notice 
give you that you may know the will His Majesty, the 
King. May God keep you many years. 
Madrid, February 13, 1678. 
Your faithful servant, 
DON PEDRO COLOMA. 


Senor Don Guilermo Godolphin. 
(Sevilla, Indif. Gral., 141-3-1) 


Madrid, January 31, 1678 (sic)—The Ambassador 
England. 


The Ambassador says that the fifteenth Febru- 
ary last year set forth his reasons for not accept- 


ing the offer made him the Council the Indies 
favor Edmund Cooke, owner the ship the Virgen 
Londres; and now adds that because the death 
the Count Medellin would like summary resolu- 
order that may make report England. 

This document February was read the Coun- 
cil and resolution taken the matter the first chap- 
ter this report. 

Dear Sir: February 15th last year, response 
letter your lordship concerning the amends which 
His Majesty had again ordered made for the cap- 
ture the ship Virgen Londres (Edmunde Cooke, 
Master) and concerning the dispatches which were 
given the Council the Indies, expressed 
length the reasons which showed the insufficiency and 
other defects the aforesaid offer, account which 
could not accept since did not meet the points 
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petition, your lordship can see from the chapter 
that reply herewith enclosed. And since the suit has 
suffered the death the Count Medellin, who knew 
thoroughly all the conditions and circumstances 
must again apply your lordship begging that the delay 
this matter ended, and that given direct and 
categorical reply which may pass England, for 
they demand repeatedly report the results 
petition. May God keep you many years. Madrid, Jan- 
uary 31, 1679. 
Your faithful servant, 


DON GUILLERMO GODOLPHIN (seal) 
Don Pedro Coloma. 


Sevilla, Indif. Gral., 


Chapter the letter the Ambassador England 
Senor Don Pedro Coloma, February 15, 1678, reply 
another his lordship’s concerning the amends 
sought the Ambassador the order his king, for 
the ship Virgen Londres, and concerning the in- 
jury caused its capture the Indies. 

regard the ship Virgen see that you have 
missed the point the case represented it; for 
not attempt memoria! (to which one the cited 
letters the reply) show that the party has presented 
the dispatch which was given him this court for the 
Lieutenant Governor Havana, Don Antonio Ortiz 
Matienze, but rather have again demonstrated (as did 
like manner two years ago) the insufficiency and the 
defects that offer, against which Captain Edmunde 
Cooke also protested when witnessed this suit. Con- 
sequently, virtue new order lord, the king, 
again presented the case and its circumstances the 
consideration His Catholic Majesty: that this prize 
was made the authority letter marque from the 
Governor Havana, that was there considered fair 
prize, that this sentence was here the Coun- 
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cil the Indies, that percent the whole was applied 
the public benefit and ministry his royal govern- 
ment; and this added also account the damages 
and injuries suffered the interested parties, the in- 
vestigations and friendly means which they sought 
reparation, the adherence the legal procedure the 
councils and tribunals the king, master, collect- 
ing evidence about the matter; and was proved after 
long discussion that the dispatch was faulty and incon- 
sistent, that the cause the plaintiffs was just, that the 
items their petition were worthy that the king 
lord could not deny them the remedy letters reprisal 
prompt satisfaction were not given this court. Sec- 
retary State Henry Coventry was ordered com- 
municate this Envoy Don Pedro Ronquillo. too, 
have been ordered royal mandate inform you how 
the injured parties are suing and making recriminations 
this affair, and insist that satisfaction given here 
this court before referring the matter Havana 
where they have already received such bad treatment. 
With this summary and aforementioned memorial 
and the copy the report which accompanied it, be- 
lieve that have complied with the order the king, 
lord, and his royal Catholic Majesty pleased ex- 
amine the contents your letter and reply, will 
clearly seen that the letter not pertinent the suit. 
The point question whether satisfaction will will 
not given this court His Majesty, and this 
point have orders insist. 
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PROCEEDINGS THE EIGHTY-SEVENTH 
ANNUAL MEETING THE GEORGIA 
HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


Savannah, Ga., February 16, 1926. 


The Eighty-seventh Annual Meeting the Georgia 
Historical Society was held Hodgson Hall o’clock 
this morning, with Mr. William Gordon, the Presi- 
dent, presiding, and Charles Groves, the Secretary, 
acting secretary the meeting. was explained 
that the 12th February the date fixed for the annual 
meeting, except when that day falls Friday, Saturday 
Sunday the Constitution provides for holding the 
meeting the following Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday 
Thursday, and that the decision fell this day, 
Tuesday. 


READING AND CONFIRMATION MINUTES. 


The minutes the Eighty-sixth Annual Meeting, 
held February 12, 1925, were read and confirmed. 


REPORTS OFFICERS. 


The reports the President, the Secretary-Treasurer 
and the Librarian were read and ordered filed. 

The recommendations the President the subject 
giving prizes for historical articles, poems and dramas 
were referred committee composed the President 
and the Managing Editor with the request that they con- 
sider carefully the proposals contained the President’s 
report and that the committee make known its delibera- 
tions and conclusions the Curators, the Curators 
finally pass the question. respect rebinding cer- 
tain old books, mentioned the President’s report, the 
meeting requested Miss Ola Wyeth act com- 
mittee supervise the rebinding and appropriated $40 
pay for the work. 
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The Librarian’s report contains recommendation 
that the Society secure the return painting 
Cerveau, now the possession Telfair Academy 
Arts and Sciences, the City Savannah appeared 
the year 1837. The report indicates that the painting 
the property the Society. The Secretary was in- 
structed communicate with Telfair Academy Arts 
and Sciences with view establishing the Society’s 
ownership and request the return the picture 
Hodgson Hall. The Librarian’s reference the paint- 
ing Gen. Henry Jackson overlooks the fact that 
their meeting held November 23, 1925, the Curators ac- 
cepted Telfair Academy loan for indefinite 
period painting Gen. Henry Jackson, 
Brandt. The Society, through the Curators, that time 
expressed its appreciation for the loan and assured the 
Academy that the picture would hung the walls 
Hodgson Hall, the Society’s home, and would well 
taken care of. 

The meeting expressed its thanks Mr. Ams- 
den for his generous offer restore portrait oil 
man’s head found store room the premises the 
southwest corner Bull and Jones Streets. The Libra- 
rian’s report shows that this portrait Tefft, 
the founder Georgia Historical Society. Mr. William 
Harden was authorized have the painting appropri- 
ately framed and hung Hodgson Hall. 


DEATHS JUDGE ANDREW COBB AND 
HENRY GOETCHIUS. 

Announcements were made the deaths, since our 
last annual meeting, Judge Andrew Cobb, Curator 
and former President, and also Mr. Henry 
Goetchius, Curator. Whereupon resolu- 
tions, proposed Mr. Otis Ashmore, were read and 
unanimously adopted, and such resolutions are attached 


these minutes part the proceedings the 
meeting. 
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NOMINATING COMMITTEE. 
ELECTION FIVE CURATORS SERVE UNTIL 1929. 


The next order business being the appointment 
committee nominate five Curators serve until 
1929, succeed equal number whose terms expired 
with this meeting, the President appointed Mr. 
Cunningham, Jr., Col. Olmstead and Mr. Lee 
Armstrong. The committee thereupon retired for con- 
sultation and the meeting recessed. Upon announcement 
that the committee was ready report the meeting was 
again called order, and behalf the committee, 
Mr. Cunningham, Jr., placed nomination the 
following serve Curators until 1929: Dr. 
Brooks, Athens; Mrs. Bullard, Savannah; 
Dr. Flippin, Macon; Mr. Gordon, Savan- 
nah; and Mr. Alexander King, Atlanta. Other 
nominations were called for, but there being none, the 
question was put and the meeting unanimous vote 
instructed the Secretary cast its vote for the ticket, 
which was done, and was declared that Dr. Brooks, 
Mrs. Bullard, Dr. Flippin, Mr. Gordon and Mr. King were 
elected Curators serve until the Annual Meeting 
held 1929. 

GIFTS. 


The Secretary was instructed extend the thanks 
the Society Mr. Florance Minis for his gift 
collection Confederate currency and bonds, and also 
Miss Kate Banning Cincinnati for handsomely 
bound volume entitled “Genealogical and Biographical 
Records the Banning and Allied Families.” 


ACCOUNT THE REVOLUTIONARY BATTLES BRIAR 
CREEK AND KETTLE CREEK. OTIS ASHMORE 
AND OLMSTEAD. 


The meeting was interested announcement made 
Mr. Otis Ashmore that and Col. Olmstead were 
having printed account the Revolutionary battles 
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Briar Creek (in Screven County) and Kettle Creek 
(in Wilkes County) and that was their intention 
present copy the Georgia Historical Society. 


Girt Mr. LEONARD MACKALL PRINT “DANTE. 


Mr. Leonard Mackall presented large colored 
print entitled “Dante. Facsimile Portrait Giotto 
discovered 1841 the Bargello Florence, from 
tracing Seymour Kirkup, Esq., made previously the 
restoration the fresco, and now the property the 
Rt. Honble. Lord Vernon. Vincent Brooks, Chromolith. 
Arundel Society, Old Bond Street.” This 
famous portrait, now ascribed Giotto’s pupil Taddeo 
Gaddi, and probably painted 1337, the year after 
Dante’s death, was unfortunately materially altered 
restoration soon after its discovery July 21, 1840 (not 
“1841”). Its discovery was very largely due the en- 
thusiastic efforts Richard Henry Wilde Georgia, 
then living Florence, who has usually not received the 
credit which beyond any doubt fully entitled. 


THE PURITAN GEORGIA. MR. ORVILLE PARK. 


the conclusion the business, the meeting was 
treated with entertaining and interesting paper 
Mr. Orville Park, Macon, the subject The 
Puritan Georgia. motion Mr. Leonard 
Mackall the thanks the Society were extended Mr. 
Park, and was requested submit the paper the 
Managing Editor the QUARTERLY for printing 
the magazine. 


Adjourned. 


CHARLES GROVES, 
Secretary. 
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REPORT THE PRESIDENT. 


the Officers and Members the Georgia Historical 
Society: 


have the honor submit herewith the President’s 
Annual Report. 


GEORGIA HISTORICAL QUARTERLY. 


The principal effort the Society during the past 
year has been the QUARTERLY. Whilst this magazine 
may seem heavy some readers, has become recog- 
nized throughout the country the ablest exponent 
the activities the Spaniards Georgia and South Car- 
olina prior the settlement Georgia. Articles written 
Dr. Herbert Bolton and Miss Mary Ross the 
University California, Berkeley, California, are 
such importance and historical interest that many insti- 
tutions have eagerly sought them out, and the Society 
now has Twenty-five Institution Subscribers, including 
Harvard, Yale, Princeton, University Pittsburg, Uni- 
versity Chicago, Tulane University, Herren Asher 
Company, Berlin, Germany, and others. 

number special requests have likewise been made 
for copies the magazine containing information con- 
cerning the Spanish settlements the Coast Geor- 
gia; and, addition, there have been many requests 
mail; and parties have made personal visits the 
library and devoted considerable time the examination 
the library’s files these topics. 

Other articles equal merit have also appeared 
our magazine from time time, notably Thomas 
Hay’s War articles and Dr. Coulter’s article “Wesley 

But however valuable these articles, the magazine 
needs additional features that will bring into more 
popular notice and appreciation. 
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Bearing mind that our Society pledged sup- 
port every proper historical and literary movement, and 
recognizing that the surplus funds the Society should 
devoted the preservation historical incidents 
Georgia, suggest that offer three prizes: 


1—A prize $50.00 for the best historical article. 
2—A prize $50.00 for the best historical poem. 
prize $50.00 for the best historical play. 


The contributors each instance should native 
Georgia and the subject should relate Georgia and 
the successful article should published the GEOR- 
GIA HISTORICAL QUARTERLY. 

such prizes offered, believe they will stimulate 
research and literary effort and will popularize our 
magazine. 

would least engage the interest members 
our Universities working historical lines, members 
the Georgia Poetry Society studying and writing poetry, 
and members the Town Theater studying drama and 
producing 

think our duty encourage these movements 
and trust the Society will adopt this suggestion. 


FINANCES. 


fortunate that for two years have had sur- 
plus our General Funds and that our Permanent Fund 
has increased over $250.00. 


MEMBERSHIP. 


During the past year have had net increase 
sixteen members shown follows: 
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Membership: 
February 
1926 1925 
Members, $5.00 378 
Membership for life, $100.... 


427 Inc. 


RE-BINDING OLD NEWSPAPERS. 


This work progressing; but slow, due the 
necessity for careful and skillful handling these old 
papers. are expecting some them returned 
shortly addition the specimen volume already sent. 


BRANCH LIBRARY. 


From March, 1923, February, 1926, there have 
been 2,475 registered borrowers. This does not include 
over 125 temporary members. 

The patronage since the Hodgson Hall Branch was 
opened has been follows: 


1923 1924 1925 

Mar.-Dec. 
Rent Collection 882 786 1,048 
Current Periodicals 523 1,669 1,202 
Foreign Books (French) .... 


gratifying note that the circulation this 
year has increased over that last year 5,784. 


HODGSON HALL. 


There are number books belonging the Society, 
most them very valuable, which should rebound. 
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The cost rebinding, understand, will not exceed 
Forty Dollars, and recommend that this work au- 
thorized. 


conclusion, the President expresses his thanks 
Mr. William Harden, our Librarian, Miss Ola Wyeth, 
Librarian the Public Library, Miss McCants and 
other members the Public Library force, for their 
supervision and care our books and property and their 
consideration and courtesy those who make use our 
library. Thanks also due Mr. Groves, our Secre- 
tary and Treasurer, for his constant aid throughout the 
year. 

The President renews his request that each member 
endeavor secure additional members they are our 
only source revenue and the greater the number 
members, the wider the interest historical matters. 


WM. GORDON, 
President. 


REPORT THE LIBRARIAN. 
Savannah, Ga., February 16th, 1926. 


the Officers and Members the Georgia Historical 
Society: 


The advantage having our Library serve 
branch the City Public Library not, satisfied, 
fully understood the public, even our members. 
The impression prevails that the home the Society was 
brought into use solely for the convenience readers 
living considerable distance from the Public Library. 
The fact that our large collection books serves the 
purpose providing reading matter the best sort 
the citizens Savannah does not seem generally 
known. true that not spend great amount 
money the purchase books, but our Library 
well stocked with literature the kind that always 
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demand, and experience proves that good use what 
actually own made daily, and much help 
the public. 

The additions the Library are derived mostly from 
the exchange publications with other institutions, and 
from gifts. Through the former some articles special 
interest, historically, have come during the year, 
and few gifts, peculiarly noteworthy, deserve specific 
mention, such the collection Confederate currency 
and bonds, appropriately bound, inscribed “Presented 
Mr. and Mrs. Florance and volume en- 
titled “Genealogical and Biographical Records the 
Banning and Allied Families”, compiled Miss Kate 
Banning, Cincinnati, and presented her. 

Shortly after the opening the Telfair Academy 
Arts and Sciences, under the management the Georgia 
Historical Society, its trustee that time, Mr. 
Brandt, the Academy’s Director, painted portrait 
General Henry Jackson, the Society’s President, and, 
virtue his office, Chairman the managing board 
the Academy, and presented the Academy. From 
that time until recently the painting occupied conspic- 
uous place the room used for meetings the board. 
Not many months since, was removed from its place, 
and later sent here the present trustees the Acad- 
emy, but under what conditions not informed. 
now hangs this room ,and would appear, proper 
consideration the matter, that this the most fitting 
place for rest permanently, General Jackson was 
the president this Society from March 2d, 1874, 
May 23d, 1898, nearly twenty-four years—by far the 
longest period service all the presidents the Society 
has had since was founded over eighty-seven years ago. 

Many years ago the Society received from Mr. George 
Carhart, New York, former resident and mer- 
chant Savannah, the gift painting the City 
Savannah appeared the year 1837, Mr. Cer- 
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veau. Although history the picture has ever been 
published, was informed some old citizens, now dead, 
that the artist disposed raffle, that the winner 
sold it, and that Mr. Carhart probably bought from 
the first purchaser. The painting was removed from 
Hodgson Hall the Telfair Academy before this Society 
surrendered the trust, but sure official record 
the removal was ever made, and suggest that steps 
taken establish the fact the Society’s ownership. 

The house the southwest corner Bull and Jones 
Streets, built the late Mr. Tefft, the founder 
our Society, his residence and occupied for many years 
after his death his daughter-in-law, became lately the 
property the order Free Masons known the Scot- 
tish Rite. room formerly used store-room was 
found very badly torn portrait oil man whose 
head was the only portion not mutilated. was thought 
that some member the Tefft family. Mr. 
Hartfelder, charge the property, took the 
place and informed that, should any interest, 
might take it, and brought his automobile 
this building, where now is. once saw that was 
likeness our founder probably appeared just 
about the time our Society was called into existence 
him. 

The question then arose whether could made fit 
for framing and exhibition. Fortunately the expert art- 
ist and restorer pictures, Mr. Amsden, has come 
our city the pursuance his business, and showed 
him with the purpose ascertaining whether 
could restored. became interested once, and 
declared that the work skilled artist, and that 
can certainly completely restored. Furthermore, 
was surprised find enthusiastic the subject, 
and asked would afford much pleasure 
have the work done. told him did not know where 
the means could found pay for it, but that cer- 
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tainly would glad see the portrait hanging, first 
rate condition, our hall. finally offered 
because deep interest the matter, and because, 
said, his friendship for me. This truly most 
magnificent offer, and are congratulated that 
shall soon see the face our honored founder looking 
down exactly appeared those his col- 
leagues, our predecessors the infancy our honorable 
institution. now ask whethere shall have any diffi- 
culty procuring the means for the suitable framing 
this important addition our portrait gallery? 
Respectfully submitted, 
WILLIAM HARDEN, 
Librarian. 


REPORT THE SECRETARY-TREASURER. 
Savannah, Ga., February 1926. 


the Officers and Members Georgia Historical 
Society: 


Your Secretary-Treasurer submits herewith cash re- 
ports for the twelve months ended January 31, 1926. The 
detailed reports have been audited Mr. Cunning- 
ham, Jr., Chairman the Finance Committee, and 
has marked them correct. Compared with the previous 
year there material difference the cash. 

There has been change the property account, 
which, besides real estate and improvements, consists 
Third Liberty Bonds the par value $1,500. Insur- 
ance amounting $27,000 carried Hodgson Hall 
and $15,000 carried the contents. 

table showing classification members compared 
with February last year submitted which shows that 
have total 450 names our rolls now against 
434 year ago. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CHARLES GROVES, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 
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Receipts and Disbursements 


Feb. 1925, Feb. 1926. 


Savannah, Ga., February 1926. 


1925 General Fund 
Receipts 
Sales and $146.70 
832.35 
Colonial Dames 300.00 
Miscellaneous 1.50 
Disbursements 
Publication QUARTERLY..$905.74 
Stationery, Stamps, etc., 136.58 
462.50 
142.00 
Repairs 14.55 
Purchase 6.44 
Advertising and Miscellaneous 13.10 
$1,680.91 
1926 
1925 Permanent Fund 
155.30 


Nunn Trust 101.49 


Jan. 31, 1926, Balance........................ 


1925 Bullard Newspaper Fund 
Feb. Balance 


May 18, Additional gift Mrs. 


967.74 


1,280.55 


$2,248.29 


$2,248.29 


955.89 


256.79 


195.52 


$1,212.68 
95.52 
P Ves 
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1925 Disbursements 
May Express and 68.42 
June Express and insurance........ 37.64 
1926 106.06 
89.46 
195.52 
Summary Balances: 
February 
1926 1925 
Permanent 1,212.68 955.89 
Bullard Newspaper Fund.............. 89.46 95.52 


$1,869.52 $2,058.74 
Securities Owned: 
Registered Third Liberty Loan Bonds: 


$1,000.00 
$1,500.00 
Membership 
February 
1926 1925 
Membership for Life, $100...... 
Honorary (no dues)................ 
Corresponding (no dues) ...... 
450 434 Inc. 


CHARLES GROVES, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 
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MINUTES THE BOARD CURATORS 
Savannah, Ga., February 16, 1926. 


Immediately following the adjournment the 
Eighty-seventh Annual Meeting the Society, the Cura- 
tors convened for the purpose electing officers for the 
ensuing year. Upon motion Mr. Cunningham, 
Jr., duly seconded, the following officers and Editors 
were elected, serve until the Annual Meeting Feb- 
ruary, 1927, until their successors shall have been 
elected and qualified: 


OFFICERS. 


President—William Gordon, Savannah, Ga. 
Vice-President—R. Brooks, Athens, Ga. 
Vice-President—Otis Ashmore, Savannah, Ga. 
Vice-President—Alexander King, Atlanta, Ga. 
Vice-President—Lawton Evans, Augusta, Ga. 
Secretary-Treasurer—Chas. Groves, Savannah, Ga. 
Librarian—William Harden, Savannah, Ga. 


EDITORS. 


Dr. Ellis Merton Coulter, University Georgia, 
Athens, Ga. 


Dr. Preston Brooks, University Georgia, 
Athens, Ga. 


Dr. Percy Scott Flippin, Mercer University, Macon, 
Ga. 


Adjourned. 
CHAS. GROVES, 
Secretary. 
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MEMORIAM 
HENRY GOETCHIUS. 


Whereas, The Honorable Henry Goetchius, 
ber the Georgia Historical Society and one its Board 
Curators, departed this life the day October, 
1925, and 


Whereas, The career Mr. Goetchius was conspicu- 
ous for his ability, usefulness, and high character, for 
his personal charm, and for his altruistic service the 
public as; 

Trustee the University Georgia, 

President the Columbus Board Education, 

President the Georgia Bar Association, 

President Commons the City Columbus, 

Elder the First Presbyterian Church, 

Curator the Georgia Historical Society, 
and for many other positions honor and trust. 


Born January 13th, 1852, graduating from the 
University Georgia 1871, admitted the bar 
1875, lived life honor and usefulness with stain 
upon his bright escutcheon. him may truly said, 


“His life was gentle, and the elements 
mix’d him that Nature might stand 
And say all the world ‘This was man’.” 


therefore, Resolved, That the sense this 
Society that has lost useful member who lived 
its motto, Non sibi, sed aliis. 

Resolved, That copy this memorial sent his 
devoted wife, together with our heartfelt sympathy 
her bereavement. 

ANDREW COBB. 
Whereas, Since our last annual meeting death has re- 


moved from our membership the Honorable Andrew 
Cobb, honorable and useful member our Society, 
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one its Curators, and former President, fit and 
proper that appropriate action should taken this 
body express our sorrow his death, and our appre- 
ciation his usefulness member this society. 


Judge Cobb was born April 12, 1857. His father was 
Gen. Howell Cobb, illustrious citizen this State, 
who was Governor Georgia, Speaker the National 
House Representatives, Secretary the Treasury, 
President the Provisional Congress the Confederate 
States America, and Major-General the Confed- 
erate Army. Judge Cobb was graduated from the Uni- 
versity Georgia 1876, with the degree B., and 
from the law school the same institution 1877. 
once began the practice his profession, and soon 
rose prominence. From 1886 1889 was.a mem- 
ber the Board Education the city Athens, and 
for many years was trustee the Lucy Cobb Insti- 
tute, school for girls founded his uncle, Gen. Thomas 
Cobb. was City Attorney Athens from 1887 
1891. 


Judge Cobb was always identified with the University 
Georgia, and for many years was trustee that 
institution, and member the faculty the depart- 
ment law. From 1893 1897 was Dean the 
Atlanta Law School. After this was elevated the 
position Judge the Supreme Court Georgia. From 
this position resigned 1907, and since that time 
till his death resumed the practice law Athens. 


Judge Cobb was man great ability, and the 
highest integrity character. nature kind and gen- 
erous, was respected all who knew him. 


all matters pertaining the history Georgia 
was much interested. July 28, 1920, was elected 
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members the Board Curators the Georgia Histor- 
ical Society, and served that capacity till his death 
March 27, 1925. 


Therefore, Resolved, That the death Judge 
Cobb this society has lost honored and useful member, 
and the state most distinguished citizen. 


Resolved, That the sympathy and condolence this 
society tendered his family, and that copy these 
resolutions sent them. 
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BOARD CURATORS. 
Savannah, Ga., November 23, 1925. 


the call the President, the Savannah Curators 
the Georgia Historical Society met 12:05 this 
day, the President’s office. 


Present: Mr. Wm. Gordon, President, presiding, 
Mr. Otis Ashmore, Vice-President, 
Mrs. Bullard, 
Mr. Cunningham, Jr., 
Mrs. Gordon Saussy, 
Chas. Groves, Secretary. 


minutes were read. 


FINANCIAL STATEMENTS. 
The Financial Report for period February Octo- 


ber 31, 1925, was submitted and ordered filed. 


DEATHS CURATORS ANDREW COBB AND 
HENRY GOETCHIUS. 


The President brought the attention the Board 
the deaths since our last meeting Judge Andrew 
Cobb Athens and Mr. Henry Goetchius Colum- 
bus. committee consisting Mr. Ashmore, Mr. Cun- 
ningham and Mr. Groves, was appointed draft appro- 
priate memorials. These unfortunate events having cre- 
ated two vacancies, nominations were called for, and upon 
motion, duly seconded, Dr. Coulter Athens was 
elected member the Board fill the unexpired term 
Judge Cobb, and Mr. Leonard Mackall Savannah 
was elected fill the unexpired term Mr. Goetchius. 
These terms expire with the annual meeting held 
February, 1928. 
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RESIGNATION Mrs. ALEXANDER LAWTON 
CURATOR 


The President submitted letter from Mrs. Alex- 
ander Lawton, which she stated that because 
other duties was impossible for her attend the meet- 
ings and that, therefore, she felt necessary resign 
Her resignation was accepted with regret. 
This having left vacancy, the name Miss Ola 
Wyeth was put nomination, and upon the vote being 
taken, she was unanimously elected Curator fill the 
unexpired term Mrs. Lawton, e., until February, 
1928. 


PAINTING GENERAL HENRY JACKSON, 
CARL BRANDT. 


The President informed the Board communica- 
tion had received from the President Telfair Acad- 
emy Arts and Sciences, dated November 19, 1925, 
reading follows: 

“We agreed would proper and fitting 
that the painting General Henry Jackson, 
Carl Brandt, should hang the walls 
The Georgia Historical Society, which was 
for many years president. 

“The Telfair Academy Arts and Sciences 
take great pleasure loaning The Georgia 
Historical Society this valued portrait, feeling 
that will cared for and appreciated ac- 
cordingly.” 


The meeting voted accept the painting, and ex- 
pressed its thanks the Telfair Academy for the loan. 
The proper officers were instructed mark the picture 
show that was loaned the Telfair Academy. 


GIFT FLORANCE MINIS. 


The Secretary was instructed behalf the Cura- 
tors convey their thanks Mr. Florance Minis for 
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his gift bound volume containing collection Con- 
federate currency and Confederate bonds. was noted 
that Mr. Minis had presented duplicate the Confed- 
erate Museum Richmond, and that the book has been 
placed there the Georgia Room. 


COMMUNICATION FROM MRS. FLORENCE SIMS. 


letter from Mrs. Florence Sims, 1230 South 12th 
St., Birmingham, was read, offering tablet placed 
Hodgson Hall memory Jeanna LaTouche Cuyler. 
Referred committee composed Mr. Ashmore, Mrs. 
Bullard and Mrs. Saussy. 


“BANNING AND ALLIED FAMILIES.” 


letter was read from The American Historical So- 
ciety, Inc., respect the gift the Society Miss 
Kate Banning, Cincinnati, copy very hand- 
some volume entitled “Banning and Allied Families.” 
The Secretary was instructed extend the thanks 
the Society Miss Banning. 


Adjourned. 


(S) CHAS. GROVES, 
Secretary. 
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SOCIETY, 1926 


Maine Historical Society, Portland, Maine. 

New Hampshire Historical Society, Concord, 
Vermont Historical Society, Montpelier, Vermont. 
Massachusetts Historical Society, Boston, Mass. 
Rhode Island Historical Society, Providence, 
Connecticut Historical Society, New Haven, Conn. 
New York Historical Society, New York, 

New Jersey Historical Society, Newark, 
Historical Society, Philadelphia, Pa. 
Delaware Historical Society, Dover, Del. 

Maryland Historical Society, Baltimore, Md. 

Virginia Historical Society, Richmond, Va. 

North Carolina Historical Society, Chapel Hill, 
South Carolina Historical Society, Charleston, 
Florida Historical Society, Pensacola, Fla. 

Alabama Department Archives and History, Mont- 


gomery, Ala. 


Mississippi Valley Historical Review, Detroit, Mich. 
Louisiana Historical Society, New Orleans, La. 
Texas Historical Society, Austin, Texas. 

Missouri Historical Society, Columbia, Mo. 
Washington Historical Society, Seattle, Wash. 
Tennessee Historical Society, Knoxville, Tenn. 
Kentucky Historical Society, Frankfort, Ky. 
Kansas Historical Society, Topeka, Kansas. 
Illinois State Historical Society, Springfield, 
Wisconsin Historical Society, Madison, Wis. 

New Haven Colony Historical Society, New Haven, 


Conn. 


American Antiquarian Society, Worcester, Mass. 
Historical and Genealogical Society, Columbus, Ohio. 
Royal Society Canada, Ottawa, Canada. 

American Philosophical Society, Philadelphia, Pa. 
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Essex Institute, Salem, Mass. 

Iowa State Historical Society, City, 

New England Historical and Genealogical, Boston, 
Mass. 

Chicago Historical Society, Chicago, 

Minnesota Historical Society, St. Paul, Minn. 

Western Reserve Historical Society, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Wyoming Historical Geological Society, Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa. 

Michigan Historical Commission, Lansing, Mich. 

Library Congress, Washington, 

Smithsonian Institution, Washington, 

Oklahoma Historical Society, Oklahoma City, Okla. 

Nebraska Historical Society, Lincoln, Neb. 

North Dakota Historical Society, Huron, 


Quarterly the University North Dakota, Grand 
Forks, 


THE CONTRIBUTORS 


Mr. Percy Scott Flippin teaches history Mercer 
University. 

Mr. Hutchinson professor Sociology the 
University Georgia. 

Mr. Haywood Pearce, Jr., professor History 
Brenau College. received the and 
degrees Emory University and has later pursued 
graduate work the University Chicago. 

Miss Katherine Reding teaches Spanish the University 
Kansas. 

Mr. John Wade member the Department 
English the University Georgia. 
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Philosophers American Humor and 
Jennette Tandy, (New York: Colum- 
bia University Press. 1925. Pp. $2.50.) 


This book begins with generalization and ends with 
generalization—-in both cases order wise enough 
make one wish for more. Between, there ampli- 
tude the specific. 

“Only America,” one told the book closes, “has 
had modern times continued tradition the inter- 
ference the unlettered man, habit giving ear his 
political demands and his insistence conventional 
morality.”—I think the author should have told more 
what encouraged this habit ours, and what this 
habit, its turn, encouraged. not that she neglects 
this phase the matter entirely—indeed she touches 
upon often—but too large part, believe, she con- 
tents herself with giving facts which the reader may 
may not interpret. 


the first pages there are fascinating mentions 
Til Eulenspiegel and Reinecke Fuchs, prefiguring 
kind epic Uncle Sam. wanted more this. The 
sound suggests, and whets. That may all come later. 
Not now. Now one offered mostly facts. 


And facts are times doubtless very useful. They 
occasionally lend plausibility which not de- 
spised when one has convince persons not clairvoyant, 
sometimes, even one’s self. 

this book, there are many important facts which 
have been ferreted out with the utmost energy and ar- 
ranged with clarity and proportion. From Yankee 
Doodle Mister Dooley, and past, one may trace the 
popular judgment America has found voice 
the characters created popular humorists. 
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first, one encounters the buffoon the colonies, 
scarcely native creature all. Then, the drama, 
and more particularly poems published the news- 
papers, one witnesses the evolution preternaturally 
brash country-come-to-town, or, use the author’s fa- 
vorite term (alas, too favorite!) hobbledehoy. 
length, with the advent Jacksonianism, one sees Jack- 
sonians—marked with uniformity unaffected their 
love hatred the great Messiah their era. 
mad procession, running from 1830 well over forty years, 
from Jack Downing Josh Billings, including, course, 
the Yankee Hosea Bigelow and that rather sleeked-over 
bit Southern white-trash, Major Jones. 

The ascendancy the local-colorists the 1880’s, 
brought out, interrupted the progress our gim- 
crack,—enveloped him indeed haze romantic sen- 
timent thick that has scarcely yet wriggled out. 
And the meantime, roads and automobiles and tele- 
phones have left him few his kind mingle and mix 
with should ever again find himself free. 


was idyllic reminiscence, then, that last quite 
definitely did for the countryman our chief object 
comedy. But this force did not work alone; for other 
reasons people lost the faculty being amused the 
old rustic uncouthness. new type business, now, 
they recognized, potentially good man might often 
near the bottom, not having had time rise; but 
old business like farming, where the shaking-down pro- 
cess had gone for long, seemed clear that man 
still low enough ridiculous would course too 
innately stupid merit sympathetic laughter. 

The economic frontier had passed from farming 
industry, and consequence was industry (too new 
yet have experienced final adjustment) that now of- 
fered specimens character once grotesque and po- 
tentially “successful.” Hence, the 1890’s, had 
Mr. Dooley, and later, Potash and Perlmutter. All 
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this progress finds elaborate record this book—the 
boisterous but sometimes distressingly sane voice mid- 
dle-class America. 

sure that other book gives half good 
record that particular voice its many phases—the 
author has not only collected information from all the 
sources, but, dint what was evidently most 
persistent seeking, she has time and again contributed 
new material our understanding people and institu- 
tions which must always remain puzzling. 

There are besides countless evidences that the mate- 
rial discovered has been examined carefully and pondered 
over. The fixed laws beneath varying phenomena are 
from time time uncovered—exaggeration, for exam- 
ple, source humor—and contrast. And there 
appraisal—the distinction, for example, drawn between 
the Southern Wiseacre and the New England Wiseacre 
astute and convincing. 

Altogether, verdict decidedly plus. Though the 
author falls short the matter fusing vitality and 
gusto, though her writing times not quite sufficient- 
careful, she has spite al! written book that 
sure for long time the greatest use any anx- 
ious inquirer into the origins America. 


JOHN WADE. 


The Basis Racial Adjustment. Thomas Jack- 
son Woofter, Ph. (New York: Ginn and Com- 
pany. 1925. Pp. viii, 258.) 


This book dedicated “TO 


daughter slaveholders, whose tender spirit em- 
bodied the true soul the old South, whose sympathy 
for the weaker race set high example, and whose readi- 
ness extend helping hand has been inspiration 

MOTHER”, 
the author’s own words “primarily effort give 
the authentic facts concerning the different phases 
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negro life the United States today”. There are cer- 
tain facts available “concerning the advancement the 
Negro race education, professional accomplishment, 
economic independence and character” which may 
gathered any student trained collecting social 
science data, but when one considers the scope facts 
reckoned with this book suggested the follow- 
ing chapter titles: “Growth and Distribution Negro 
Population”, “Health”, “Producing Farms”, “Produc- 
ing Cities”, “Law and “The Negro and Gov- 
ernment”, “Education”, “The Humanitarian Interests” 
and “Religious Development”, once apparent that 
selecting and organizing the facts far more difficult 
task than gathering the data. There are some facts the 
reviewer would have elaborated but the main the facts 
presented are well chosen and well organized for the pur- 
pose giving general view the existing situation. 
There mildness Dr. Woofter’s statement facts 
and absence startling and sensational facts that will 
doubtless cause some readers disappointed the 
book, but these very factors will equally commend 
others. 

Not only has the author succeeded making wise 
selection and effective organization the more palp- 
able facts, has penetrated much deeper and numer- 
ous instances has succeeded giving intimate insight 
into the social attitudes both the White and the Negro 
races the South. discovering and reckoning with 
these more intimate and deeper seated social attitudes 
the author will appear over cautious and even timid 
the more radical minded student who attempts deal 
with social problems purely impersonal objective 
manner. His statement, for instance, that “The evolu- 
tion the Negro’s place government must the 
processes growth rather than any sudden universal 
enfranchisement, especially those communities where 
the most ignorant and the most backward colored people 
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are massed and constitute majority” and that “The fair 
position would seem that the South entitled 
work out this extremely important and extremely deli- 
cate question the way which they have begun, with- 
out further disastrous interference such occurred dur- 
ing the reconstruction will seem, the 
radical thinker, the very essence ultra conserva- 
tism, conservatism that will retard all progress. The 
author’s reason for this cautious policy that “Any agi- 
tation the part Negro leaders for sudden enfran- 
chisement the masses only tends cement the deter- 
mination these communities any lengths rather 
than permit 

That there are glaring evils the political, economic, 
educational, health and other conditions imposed upon 
the Negro the author does not hesitate declare 
uncertain terms. That most emphatically unwill- 
ing acquiesce the perpetuation these wrongs 
seems equally apparent the reviewer. Nevertheless, 
the situation does not alarm him. not alarming 
him because discovers “rapid progress the tend- 
ency co-operate working out interracial affairs, 
rather than leave them the outcome bickering 
and struggle”. sees the time just now arriv- 
ing when “intellectually honest persons (North and 
South, white and black) can think together and, 
extent, work together for the improvement many con- 
ditions affecting the two races”. Believing this, can 
himself and can conscientiously advise the Negro have 
patience and faith democracy deep enough carry 
conviction that participation government will ex- 
tended, offensive “Jim Crow” regulations will 
and other wrongs righted rapidly can done 
without the precipitation reactions which would 
harmful the community whole and the Negroes 
themselves. reading the book, the reviewer would 
occasionally led question whether the author’s opti- 
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mistic outlook did not tend too much make for com- 
placency. Nowhere the book does arouse the read- 
zeal, passion reform the evils which de- 
picts. But then more sober reflection one forced 
ask such passion for reform desirable, may not 
even become distinct obstruction? the Negro race 
becomes conscious itself social force and the 
whites who are contact with the Negro become con- 
scious the group conflict that all the while tends 
develop between the two groups does that not tend all too 
much the development great passion, passion 
that mixture fear, hatred and lust for power? 
When one remembers East St. Louis, Chicago, Atlanta 
and Washington, can easily imagine what tragedy. 
this great passion might give rise to. without con- 
jecturing any such calamity that can readily un- 
derstand how zealous reformer can unwittingly arouse 
passions that little while will destroy all the progress 
that has been made toward amicable adjustment 
race relations. When thus considered easy enough 
concede that the author’s mild statement the facts, 
his patience and his faith the ethical attitudes the 
leaders both sides may the most progressive atti- 
tude possible under existing circumstances, the only atti- 
tude fact that can rightly nourish the spirit peace 
and good will that springing between the two races. 


GEO. HUTCHINSON. 


Frederick Law Olmstead, Critic the Old South. 
Broadus Mitchell, Ph. Johns Hopkins University 
Studies Historical and Political Science, Series XLII, 
No. (Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins Press, 1924. 
Pp. 158.) 


Frederick Law Olmstead described the encyclo- 
paedias landscape architect, who designed Central 
Park New York City and who engaged similar activ- 
ities many other American cities throughout the coun- 
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try—for short time managed the famous Mariposa 
Estate California. But best known historical 
scholars the author three works travel which 
describes with keen discernment the conditions the 
Old South saw them during the decade preceding 
the Civil War. made one trip through the seaboard 
slave states, another into Texas down the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi rivers, and the third through the “back country”. 

was interested practical farming. owned 
small farm Connecticut, though never succeeded 
making pay. Thus was that came inter- 
ested seeing how other people carried their farm- 
ing operations—people who tilled the soil different 
way and who used slaves for labor. His observations 
were minute and searching. passed judgments— 
many them—on conditions met, and did not 
always agree that the best methods were being used. 
saw the slaves work the fields, talked them; 
saw their masters and lodged for the night with 
them. saw the effect the whole system planta- 
tion and slave economy and thought was bad. How- 
ever, did not write from the standpoint the pro- 
fessional abolitionist, his observations were not predes- 
tined warped. saw much that was good and 
commendable and much that was bad and reprehensive. 
Withal his observations are indispensable those who 
would understand the Old South. 

Professor Mitchell discusses Olmstead man and 
critic and ends his book with summary Olmstead’s 
views the economic effects slavery. has made 
excellent study and summary the life and observa- 
tions this critic the Old South. has not only 
thoroughly digested Olmstead’s works; has also gone 
through considerable extent many other works 
slavery. this study was not intended criticism 
Olmstead’s views and findings, effort has been made 
show where was right and where was not—had 
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that been the purpose closer and more widespread 
study the historical records slavery would have been 
necessary. map Olmstead’s wanderings and in- 
dex are included. Professor Mitchell has done valuable 


Highland Annals. Olive Tilford Dargan. (New 
York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1925. Pp. 286. $2.00.) 


The Southern Highlands have long had fascination 
for the sociologist, the ethnologist, the historian, and the 
character portrayer. This book not history the 
highlanders; does not tell how bad they are and then 
attempt reform them; does not guess how that 
they are where they are—instead with rather delightful 
personal touch leads into the lives the people, into 
their feelings and every day happenings, and into their 
quaint expressions and mannerisms speech. 
record actual experiences and contacts the author 
with the Southern Highlanders. departs from the 
usual that does not concern the Kentucky folk—it 
deals with North Carolinians. 
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